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House of Representatives 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. COHEN). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 6, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE 
COHEN to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 25 minutes and each Mem-
ber, other than the majority and mi-
nority leaders and the minority whip, 
limited to 5 minutes, but in no event 
shall debate continue beyond 9:50 a.m. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) for 5 min-
utes. 

f 

UNITED STATES-PERU FREE 
TRADE AGREEMENT 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Good morn-
ing, and thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

This week, the House will vote on a 
trade agreement between the United 
States and Peru. By moving forward on 
the U.S.-Peru Free Trade Agreement 
we are signaling that the United States 
will not retreat from trade and will 
maintain its commitment to its part-
ners. 

I note that my district depends on 
exports, both farmers, manufacturers, 

and workers, and the U.S.-Peru Free 
Trade Agreement is good for the 11th 
District of Illinois. This agreement is 
about economics; it is about the big 
picture of our hemisphere. We know 
the numbers. 

For the United States, on day one, 80 
percent of our exports, consumer and 
industrial products, become duty free 
immediately. Illinois’ small and me-
dium enterprises will benefit greatly 
from the tariff elimination, as well as 
its largest employer in the district I 
represent, Caterpillar. Union workers 
who build world-famous Caterpillar 
machinery will benefit when their 
products such as off-highway trucks 
are no longer taxed when they arrive in 
Peru. These vehicles sell for about $1 
million and face a 12 percent tariff, 
meaning $120,000 is added to the price 
of the vehicle. That goes away on day 
one, making Caterpillar equipment 
more competitive with Asian competi-
tion, and meaning Caterpillar’s union 
workers will build more machinery for 
export. 

The Peru TPA is good for Illinois 
farmers. Soybeans become duty free 
immediately, meaning new markets for 
our farmers. Before this agreement, Il-
linois pork and corn were at a competi-
tive disadvantage to Chile and Argen-
tina, who faced lower tariffs than the 
United States’ products going into 
Peru. Now, our pork producers and 
corn farmers will be competitive. In 
fact, farmers’ groups say Peru and the 
Colombia Free Trade Agreements are 
the best deals ever negotiated on behalf 
of agriculture. In fact, the U.S.-Peru 
Free Trade Agreement has the poten-
tial to increase farm exports by well 
over $700 million a year. We benefit 
from two-way trade. 

But this agreement has broader im-
plications beyond increasing exports 
for Illinois farmers and manufacturers. 
Peru is a leader in the hemisphere, and 
the leadership of President Toledo and 
now President Garcia is making a dif-

ference. Poverty is being reduced, real 
jobs are being created, and Peru is be-
coming an economic success story for 
the hemisphere. Peru is achieving re-
sults at home not by following anti- 
American rhetoric or by giving in to 
populist demagoguery, but by sound ec-
onomics and partnerships with the 
United States. We congratulate Presi-
dent Garcia on his 8 percent economic 
growth and poverty reduction, and I 
note poverty is down to 49 percent this 
past year. This trade agreement is not 
the solution to poverty, but it is a tool 
and it will help. 

In 1994, 270,000 jobs in Peru relied on 
exports; today, more than 1 million 
rely on exports, thanks to trade grant-
ed by Andean Trade Preferences grant-
ed by this Congress. Now, this agree-
ment has the potential to create 1 mil-
lion more formal jobs in Peru because 
of exports. Clearly, this partnership 
with Peru will help lift more families 
out of poverty. 

The U.S.-Peru partnership also has 
broader implications. Coca production 
is down 70 percent since 1995. Today, 
Peru is a hemispheric leader in secu-
rity, helping with peacekeeping in 
Haiti and is hosting a campus of the 
International Law Enforcement Acad-
emy. Peruvians elected President Gar-
cia to maintain the independence of 
the country from extremist ideology 
and to continue on a moderate path. 

Now is the time to complete the 
trade commitment with Peru. Peru-
vians and people across the hemisphere 
are waiting to see what the United 
States is going to do and whether we 
are going to answer the question, are 
we going to stand by our commitments 
to our friends? 

I urge my colleagues to pass the Peru 
Free Trade Agreement this week with 
a strong bipartisan vote. Let’s 
strengthen the U.S.-Peru partnership 
that is good for both the United States 
and is good for Peru. 
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RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 10 
a.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 6 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess 
until 10 a.m. 

f 

b 1000 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia) at 10 a.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Author of eternal promise and God of 
mercy, You know, full well, that our 
human nature is fraught with limita-
tions and wounded by sin. The result is 
that peace in this world is never finally 
established or lasts forever. The build-
ing of a peaceful society has to go on 
all the time, day after day. 

Lord, continue Your work in us. In 
and through this representative democ-
racy keep this Nation ever vigilant to 
secure the peace. By the outpouring of 
Your grace may each person of this our 
homeland struggle to control one’s pas-
sions, be willing to trust others, as well 
as share human talents and riches with 
the less fortunate. 

May our true growth in becoming 
Your beloved community spread 
around the globe and give You glory 
both now and forever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
GINGREY come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GINGREY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed a bill of the 
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 1347. An act to amend the Omnibus In-
dian Advancement Act to modify the date as 
of which certain tribal land of the Lytton 
Rancheria of California is deemed to be held 

in trust and to provide for the conduct of 
certain activities on the land. 

f 

DEMOCRATS PRIORITIZE 
VETERANS NEEDS 

(Mr. WALZ of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, as this Nation prepares to 
honor our veterans on Veterans Day, 
this new Democratic Congress has 
shown an unwavering commitment to 
those who have served this Nation so 
bravely. 

We have passed a Wounded Warrior 
Assistance Act that takes the first 
steps to address the problems brought 
to light in the Walter Reed scandal by 
improving outpatient medical care and 
restoring efficiency by cutting bureau-
cratic red tape. 

We have passed legislation that fo-
cuses on posttraumatic stress disorder 
by requiring a program to reduce sui-
cide among veterans with suicide pre-
vention counselors at all medical fa-
cilities. 

And we have passed a veterans appro-
priation bill that provides the largest 
investment in veterans health care in 
the 77-year history of the VA. We plan 
on sending that funding bill to the 
President’s desk this week after a vote 
on this floor today. 

Madam Speaker, a budget is far more 
than a fiscal document. It is a reflec-
tion of this Nation’s values. America’s 
veterans bravely served this Nation 
and were promised health care to meet 
the needs to take care of them once 
they returned home. This new Demo-
cratic Congress is committed to ful-
filling that pledge. 

f 

WORLD BANK SUBSIDIZING 
AHMADINEJAD 

(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, three 
blocks from our White House, the 
World Bank is subsidizing the adminis-
tration of Iranian President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad. Last year the World 
Bank cut a $220 million check to the 
Government of Iran. After two U.N. 
sanctions, the World Bank paid an-
other $50 million to Iran in August. Ac-
cording to the bank, they have another 
$820 million on the way. World Bank 
funding is paid through Iran’s Bank 
Mali, which the U.S. Government has 
now found to be a conduit for terrorist 
financing. Over $5 million of World 
Bank funds are now frozen in Bank 
Mali’s accounts. 

It is hard enough for the United Na-
tions to sanction a country, but it has 
now sanctioned Iran twice. That united 
voice of the United Nations should not 
be undercut by a $800 million check in 
funding by the World Bank to Iran. 

RESTORE DEMOCRACY IN 
PAKISTAN 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker and Members of the 
House, President Bush must take a 
strong stand on the actions of Presi-
dent Musharraf in Pakistan. The con-
stitution of Pakistan must be restored, 
and democratic rule must be given 
back to the people. If we fail to do 
that, then democracy fails in Pakistan 
and we will see the exact environment 
in which the Taliban, terrorists, al 
Qaeda and others are born. Witness 
Egypt and Saudi Arabia. 

The restoration of democracy imme-
diately must be high on the agenda of 
the Bush administration. Failure to do 
so turns Pakistan into an armed dicta-
torship with a nuclear weapon. 

We have spent tens of billions of dol-
lars in Pakistan to encourage their 
fight against terrorism and the 
Taliban. And what have we gotten in 
return? We now see that the military 
has started businesses with that 
money. They have used it to pad their 
retirement accounts. They have used it 
to run their private businesses rather 
than to defend the country and pros-
ecute the war against al Qaeda, the 
Taliban, and other terrorists that are 
now in northern Pakistan. 

The choice is this administration’s. 
They can speak out forcefully for de-
mocracy, or they can watch it wither 
on the vine and we will have another 
failed state in exactly a region where 
we don’t need one. 

f 

SEND MILCON-VA TO PRESIDENT’S 
DESK 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, 
if my grandmother were standing here 
today, she would say your actions are 
speaking so loudly I cannot hear one 
single word you are saying. And she 
would be saying that about the mis-
treatment of our veterans by this ma-
jority. 

It has been over 140 days since the 
House passed the MilCon-VA approps 
bill and 8 weeks since the slow-moving 
Senate passed it. The bill has strong bi-
partisan support and the President has 
poised his pen ready to sign that bill. 

Well, now the Democrats have de-
cided they are going to delay it. They 
are going to play politics with it. They 
are going to pile on other things 
around it. And they are doing it to use 
it as a political tool. How very, very 
sad we find this situation. 

We need to make certain that a polit-
ical tool is not made of our veterans 
and our men and women in uniform. 
They have sacrificed so much for this 
country. It is imperative that we move 
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the bill forward as a stand-alone bill. 
As we go into Veterans Day, let’s honor 
those who served by the actions they 
see us take. 

f 

ENSURING PROMISES MADE TO 
VETERANS 

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, as 
America prepares to honor our vet-
erans and those who continue to wear 
the uniform this weekend, the Demo-
cratic Congress is proud of our record 
over the last 10 months that has pro-
vided real support for our troops and 
our veterans. 

Today, we will take a vote on a final 
veterans bill that increases funding for 
veterans health care by $6.7 billion, 
making it the single largest increase in 
veterans funding in the 77-year history 
of the Veterans Administration. This 
bill invests $3.8 billion more than the 
President requested. 

The final conference report also in-
cludes $500 million above the Presi-
dent’s request for much-needed mainte-
nance in VA health care facilities, and 
$600 million more than the President’s 
request for mental health, PTSD and 
traumatic brain injury. This invest-
ment is critically important at a time 
when one-third of the veterans return-
ing from Iraq and Afghanistan face 
mental health challenges. 

Madam Speaker, today let us ensure 
that no veteran is left behind by sup-
porting this bill that fulfills our prom-
ises to our Nation’s veterans. 

f 

FUNDING OUR VETERANS 

(Mrs. DRAKE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. DRAKE. Madam Speaker, this is 
day 37. That is 37 days so far that our 
veterans have not had the use of in-
creased funding for their benefits and 
health care. That is $18.5 million a day 
not able to be used. In June this House 
passed this appropriation bill with a $6 
billion increase in a bipartisan manner. 
On September 6, the Senate completed 
their bill. 

This work is done; yet the bill has 
not been sent to the President who has 
agreed to sign it. And why? Because 
the Democratic leadership has decided 
to use funding for our veterans as a 
smoke screen in an effort to pass bil-
lions in unrelated domestic spending. 

Our veterans are not pawns in a po-
litical game. They are heroes. These 
funding issues must be considered sepa-
rately and on their own merits. Amer-
ica expects us to get the job done. 
America expects us to provide the best 
care to our veterans. Our veterans de-
serve no less. 

Please join me in calling upon the 
Democratic leadership to put our vet-
erans first and send a clean veterans 
appropriation bill to the President. 

DEMOCRATS IMPROVE VETERANS 
BENEFITS 

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, as we 
approach the Veterans Day holiday, I 
want to express my support for all men 
and women who have ever served our 
country. I congratulate the new Demo-
cratic Congress for making remarkable 
improvements to veterans benefits. 

During this past year, we have al-
ready appropriated the largest increase 
in veterans health spending ever. We 
have also taken steps to increase 
awareness about posttraumatic stress 
disorder and other mental health needs 
among veterans. 

In addition, we seek to improve our 
ability to prevent, to diagnose and 
treat these conditions. I especially 
would like to note a new awareness 
about the needs of our women veterans, 
and commend my colleagues in the 
Women’s Caucus for making the needs 
of women veterans a priority of ours 
during this Congress. 

As we commemorate Veterans Day 
this weekend, let us all make a com-
mitment to continuing and renewing 
our efforts to improve benefits for all 
veterans. 

f 

DEMOCRATS USE MILCON-VA BILL 
AS POLITICAL TOOL 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, it has been 8 weeks 
since the Senate passed the Military 
Construction-Veterans Affairs appro-
priations bill and joined the House in 
demonstrating overwhelming and bi-
partisan support for this legislation. 
Yet, for two full months, the Democrat 
leadership has refused to send this im-
portant piece of legislation to the 
floor. They refuse to give our veterans 
the funding they deserve. 

This week the majority will bring the 
VA bill to the floor attached to the 
Labor, Health and Human Services and 
Education appropriations bill. Rather 
than send these bills to the President 
on a stand-alone basis, something the 
Democratic leadership promised they 
would do, they are using this VA bill as 
a political tool to push through other 
legislation. 

As a veteran and military parent, I 
know it is time that our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle stop using 
the military and our veterans as a po-
litical tool to help advance their other 
spending priorities. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 

f 

DEMOCRATS TAKE AMERICA IN 
NEW DIRECTION 

(Mr. WELCH of Vermont asked and 
was given permission to address the 

House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, 1 year ago the American peo-
ple went to the voting booths and 
voted for a new direction. This decision 
was not only asking for a new Con-
gress, but asking Congress to head in a 
new direction. One area: Make America 
safer. 

The last Congress ignored the rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission. 
This Congress is implementing the rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission. 
Our ports and skies are safer. Our first 
responders have better access to emer-
gency communication. We are also rec-
ognizing very straightforward and di-
rectly that the cost of the war must in-
clude the cost of caring for the warrior, 
and that is why we have passed the 
largest increase in the veterans health 
care budget in the history of the Vet-
erans Administration. 

And finally, with cop-on-the-beat 
oversight, we have uncovered the scan-
dal of tens of billions of dollars of 
waste, fraud and abuse by companies 
like Blackwater and Halliburton that 
have benefited enormously from our 
appropriations. 

f 

b 1015 

QUIT PLAYING POLITICS WITH 
OUR VETERANS 

(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, as 
all Members rise to salute our veterans 
just 5 days from now, I’m appalled that 
the Democratic majority is holding 
these veterans hostage by combining a 
bill that we passed in this House 5 
months ago to increase funding for our 
veterans, as they pointed out in regard 
particularly to health care, $6 billion, 
and the President is ready to sign that 
bill. But, no, the Democratic majority 
wants to hold that bill and our vet-
erans hostage so they can pass a bloat-
ed-up, pork-laden, Health and Human 
Services-Labor bill that increases 
spending over the President’s request 
by $9 billion. 

I think this is a deplorable thing, and 
I have called for the end of it in House 
Resolution 786, which would change the 
rules of the House so that no House 
could ever combine our MilCon-Vet-
erans Administration budget again 
with any other appropriations bill. It 
would have to pass as a stand-alone 
bill. 

Let’s quit playing politics with our 
veterans. 

f 

DEMOCRATS HAVE PRIORITIZED 
THE NEEDS OF OUR VETERANS 
SINCE DAY ONE 

(Mr. PERLMUTTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
this weekend and next Monday we will 
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honor those who have served this Na-
tion on the front line of freedom and 
democracy. 

This Veterans Day, the Democratic- 
led Congress is working to honor our 
troops, military families, and veterans 
with quality-health care. 

Today, the House will give final ap-
proval to a veterans funding bill that 
provides the largest increase for vet-
erans in the 77-year history of the VA, 
and I hear our friends on the other side 
of the aisle complaining that that’s 8 
weeks overdue. Well, they had 12 years 
to do this and they chose not to. 

Over the last decade, while the num-
ber of veterans has doubled, our Na-
tion’s investment in their health care 
needs has simply not been enough. Un-
like the President, this new Demo-
cratic Congress vowed to fulfill our 
promise to our veterans; and, today, we 
will pass a final veterans funding bill 
that has been endorsed by all major 
veterans groups. 

This new Democratic Congress has 
also made major strides in addressing 
the military health care crisis and the 
inadequacies of the disability system 
brought to light by the Walter Reed 
scandal. 

Madam Speaker, as Veterans Day ap-
proaches, our Nation’s veterans and 
military families should know that the 
promises that have been made to them 
will be fulfilled. 

f 

WE SHOULDN’T PLAY THESE 
POLITICAL GAMES 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, next 
Monday is Veterans Day, and I think 
all of us in America owe those who 
have fought for our country, given 
their lives, given their service to our 
country, we all owe them a great deal 
of gratitude. 

But how is this Congress today, this 
House, going to give and show our vet-
erans our gratitude? We’re going to 
pass a military quality of life veterans 
bill, and we’re going to attach a pork- 
laden, overstuffed Labor-Health and 
Human Services bill on the backs of 
this bill. 

The Senate’s not going to take this 
bill up in this form. They’re going to 
split the two bills. The President’s 
made clear he’s not going to sign this 
bill combining these two appropria-
tions bills. This is one of the most cyn-
ical and most political things I’ve seen 
in the 17 years that I’ve been here in 
Congress. 

To know that the President is not 
going to sign this bill, to know that 
the Senate is not going to allow this 
two-bill pile-up to be considered in the 
Senate, and yet we’re going to force 
the Members of the House today in a 
position where they shouldn’t be. 

We shouldn’t play these political 
games on the backs of our veterans and 
our soldiers. I think that we should 
split this bill and do it the right way 

and show our veterans on Veterans Day 
that we really do appreciate their sac-
rifice and their service. 

f 

WATERBOARDING IS A CRIME 
(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, 
it’s not as hard as the President would 
like us to believe. Someone reminded 
me over the weekend of something. 
Here’s what he said. 

When the Japanese Army subjected 
American prisoners of war to 
waterboarding, it was a crime, and 
those responsible were severely pun-
ished. After World War II, several Japa-
nese soldiers were convicted for 
waterboarding American and Allied 
prisoners of war. 

At the trial of his captors, Lieuten-
ant Chase Nielson, one of the 1942 
Army Air Force officers who flew the 
Doolittle raid over Tokyo, was cap-
tured by the Japanese, said, ‘‘I was 
given several types of torture. I was 
given what they call the water cure.’’ 

He was asked what it felt like when 
the Japanese soldiers poured the water. 
‘‘Well, I felt more or less like I was 
drowning,’’ he replied. 

And yet we have an administration 
complete with Attorneys General and 
designees who aren’t sure if water-
boarding is a crime. They can check 
the record of war tribunals after World 
War II, because the rest of the world is 
sure. It was a crime then, and it is a 
crime today. 

Over the weekend I saw ‘‘Rendition.’’ 
It ought to be required viewing for this 
body. 

f 

MILCON–VA APPROPRIATIONS BILL 
NEEDS TO STAND ALONE 

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, our veterans and our 
troops have protected us from enemies, 
foreign and domestic, in the past dec-
ades and currently today. 

When has it become a part of our 
congressional activity to not fully pro-
tect their interests? Our VA appropria-
tions bill passed the House over 140 
days ago with strong bipartisan sup-
port. However, the House majority 
party never appointed conferees for the 
bill, where the Senate immediately ap-
pointed them. 

The military and veterans appropria-
tions bill is now back on the floor with 
an additional bill attached. Our 
servicemembers, veterans and our 
troops, deserve the best that Congress 
can deliver to them. The MilCon-VA 
appropriations bill should not be an ac-
cessory for massive labor spending. 

Has politics blocked our activities in 
Washington where we cannot pass a 
military funding bill for our soldiers? 

I stand here today with so many oth-
ers who join me in saying, our MilCon- 

VA appropriations bill needs to stand 
alone, unattached to another bill. 

f 

ON SCHIP GOP DOES NOT SHARE 
DEMOCRATS’ LEGISLATIVE GOALS 

(Ms. RICHARDSON asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker, 
House Democrats and some of our Re-
publican friends continue to fight for a 
much-needed health care system that 
we need for our children. Unfortu-
nately, though, the President and too 
many Republicans in this body still 
refuse to support a plan that has al-
ready received tremendous bipartisan 
support in the Senate and from the 
public. 

Last month, after meeting with Re-
publican Members and our Democratic 
leadership, once again we brought for-
ward a bill that would cover 10 million 
children, 10 million American children 
who live in this country who deserve to 
be covered. 

But Republicans, my colleagues, have 
avoided taking this vote. We need to 
make sure that our children are cov-
ered. Instead, they proposed a program 
that would provide health care for 1.7 
million fewer children in America. 

Madam Speaker, 81 percent of Ameri-
cans support a bipartisan effort to pro-
vide health care for 10 million children. 
I hope our Republican colleagues will 
join us. 

f 

SLIDING GREASY PORK THROUGH 
WASHINGTON IS THE WRONG 
THING FOR THE DEMOCRATS TO 
BE DOING 

(Mr. AKIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. AKIN. Madam Speaker, it’s been 
144 days since the House passed the 
Veterans Affairs appropriations bill. 
This is a bill which does research on 
prosthetic kinds of devices. It helps to 
rebuild veterans facilities. It helps to 
treat things like traumatic stress dis-
order. That’s the purpose for the 
money that has been waiting now since 
we passed it 144 days ago. 

Unfortunately, that bill has been 
held up in order to connect it with 
other legislation ladened with pork on 
the HHS bill. 

Now, it’s been many years since I was 
a combat engineer in the Army, but my 
son is freshly back from Fallujah, and 
to hold our veterans hostage in order 
to try to slide greasy pork through 
Washington is the wrong thing for the 
Democrats to be doing. 

They need to allow the bill to stand 
on its own base, let the people take a 
vote, and respect the veterans that we 
want to respect. 
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PRESIDENT ATTEMPTS TO USE 

VETO PEN AS DISTRACTION 
FROM HIS FISCAL MISMANAGE-
MENT 

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. WATSON. Madam Speaker, last 
week President Bush tried to label this 
new Democratic Congress a ‘‘do-noth-
ing’’ Congress. Is he serious? Or did he 
simply forget that he signed bills into 
law that were written and passed by 
this Congress that increased the min-
imum wage, made college more afford-
able for millions of children, and made 
our Nation safer by fully instituting 
the nonpartisan 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations? 

The President is also ignoring the 
fact that he’s vetoed legislation that 
had strong bipartisan support. We sent 
him a bill that would insure 10 million 
children to have quality health care, 
but he vetoed it. 

We sent him another bill that would 
have allowed for Federal funding of 
stem cell research so that we can dis-
cover cures for diseases like Alz-
heimer’s and Parkinson’s; but, again, 
the President vetoed it. 

We also overwhelmingly approved a 
bill that protects our communities by 
building and repairing critical flood 
walls and levies; but, again, last week, 
the President said no. 

This Congress is proud of its accom-
plishments, but there would be more if 
the President stopped saying no to 
progress. Fortunately, today we will 
override his veto of the water resources 
bill. 

f 

OUR VETERANS DESERVE BETTER 

(Ms. GRANGER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, it’s 
been over 140 days since the House 
passed the MilCon-VA appropriations 
bill. Already a month into the new fis-
cal year and we have yet to send a sin-
gle appropriations bill to the Presi-
dent, including the bill that funds our 
veterans. 

We should have sent the President 
the MilCon-VA appropriations bill 
weeks ago when the Senate appointed 
their conferees, but the Democrat 
House leadership consistently refused 
to do so. Our veterans deserve better, 
and the actions of the majority are 
completely unacceptable. 

House Republicans have been asking 
for weeks, and we’re standing united 
today, asking the MilCon-VA appro-
priations bill be sent to the President, 
standing alone, and not attached to the 
expensive Labor-HHS appropriations 
bill. The Labor-HHS bill is $9.8 billion 
over the President’s request, and the 
President’s been waiting to veto it 
since it passed the House. 

Our veterans deserve better. They 
shouldn’t be used as a political tool for 
the majority. 

Those who have sacrificed so much 
for their country deserve to be Con-
gress’ first priority. 

f 

THE TROOPS COME FIRST 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I had 
the opportunity about a month ago to 
visit Iraq. When I did, I traveled on a 
C–130 with troops into Baghdad and 
drove in a Humvee through the city 
with our troops. 

While there, I made the decision that 
I would do everything I could to sup-
port the troops. The troops are giving 
all they can; and because of that, 
whichever side of the aisle you sit on, 
you need to support the troops and sup-
port the veterans funding bill that’s 
coming before this House, in whatever 
manner it comes, because the troops 
come first. 

This veterans bill gives veterans the 
increases in medical care, in benefits 
for veterans and increases in their pay 
and increases for the soldiers’ salaries 
that they need. This veterans bill is 
important. 

When we were in Qatar, the general 
there, General North, said, Do one 
thing when you go home, don’t forget 
the troops, don’t forget the veterans 
who have been injured, and fund them 
and fund their veterans bill. 

No matter how it is presented, we 
should support the veterans and vote 
for the bill. 

f 

VETERANS FUNDING 

(Mr. CARTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, we’ve 
had a lot of talk about the veterans, 
and of course, it’s coming up on Vet-
erans Day so we’re all going to be talk-
ing about the veterans. 

We’ve got an opportunity to do some-
thing great. In a bipartisan manner, 
the MilCon-VA appropriations sub-
committee passed out a bill that does 
great things for our veterans, as our 
colleagues have said here today. 

But now a good bill, and I am blessed 
to serve on that subcommittee, a good 
bill is now going to be loaded down 
with spending pork and we’re going to 
ask our soldiers, once again, to lug 
extra weight on behalf of the American 
citizens, and that’s just flat wrong. 

We need to have a clean bill, by 
itself, so we can fund the veterans. 
We’re already a month late on doing 
this process. It’s time to get ready, do 
our job, have a clean, non-loaded-down 
veterans bill pass out of this House. 
It’s important for our soldiers. They 
deserve this blessing. 

b 1030 

FUNDS FOR OUR VETERANS 

(Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, 4 years ago I 
served in Baghdad, Iraq, with the 82nd 
Airborne Division, and I am proud of 
my service. 

In 2006, the election was about 
change: change in Iraq, change here at 
home, change how we treat our vet-
erans. Well, these are the problems 
that we addressed in this Congress: 

One, the Walter Reed tragedy. Our 
answer? We passed the Wounded War-
rior Act. 

Two, underfunding of veterans in 
past Congresses. Our answer? We 
passed the largest increase in Veterans 
Administration history. 

Three, the two signature injuries in 
Iraq and Afghanistan are PTSD, 
posttraumatic stress disorder and TBI, 
traumatic brain injury. Our solution in 
Congress, $600 million more than the 
President asked for to address these 
two injuries. 

Later today, this House will take up 
our bill with Congressman WALTER 
JONES to give our troops a 3.5 percent 
pay increase. Don’t listen to the rhet-
oric. The President says that increase 
is unnecessary. I think it is exactly 
what this Congress should be address-
ing. 

f 

NEVER PLAY POLITICS WITH 
FUNDING FOR VETERANS SERV-
ICES 

(Mr. SALI asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SALI. Madam Speaker, as we ap-
proach Veterans Day, it would seem 
that the funding for the men and 
women who have served our country 
faithfully should be a no-brainer; yet, 
under a new majority of this Congress, 
the President has yet to send a single 
appropriations bill, including funding 
for our veterans. 

We shouldn’t be on our floor asking 
that the funds for our veterans be con-
sidered on their own merits. That 
should just be the way that it’s done. It 
is inexcusable to tie funding for our 
veterans with a Labor-HHS appropria-
tions bill which can best be described 
as wasteful. 

This Congress has drifted far from 
the priorities of the American people. 
We should never play politics with 
funding for veterans services. On Vet-
erans Day, it is fitting that we remem-
ber the sacrifices of the brave men and 
women in uniform and their families 
and their loved ones. 

Our country was founded by coura-
geous patriots. It is sustained by the 
same kind of people today. Our vet-
erans have done their duty to their 
country, and it’s time that we do ours 
by providing them with the benefits 
they are owed. 
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HEALTH CARE SYSTEM FOR 

VETERANS 

(Mr. ALTMIRE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, as 
we listen to the politicized rhetoric we 
are hearing from the other side today, 
let’s keep one thing in mind; there is 
no group that will stand ahead of our 
Nation’s veterans when it comes time 
for this Congress to make Federal 
funding decisions. 

This Congress, after years and years 
of underfunding the VA, this Congress 
added $13 billion of increased funding 
to the Veterans Affairs health care sys-
tem. It’s the largest increase in the 77- 
year history of the VA health care sys-
tem. We are going to send that bill to 
the President, and if he chooses to veto 
it, we have the opportunity to override 
it. I can guarantee you that the Demo-
crats in this House are going to vote to 
override it. 

Madam Speaker, you tell me who is 
responsible if the veterans don’t re-
ceive their funding on time. 

f 

POLITICS AND PASSPORTS 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, with all 
the discussion about protecting our 
vulnerable borders from illegal intru-
sion by smugglers, criminals and for-
tune hunters, Homeland Security is 
missing the obvious. 

Legal ports of entry are as easy for 
illegals to cross as the remote areas of 
America’s porous borders. Media 
sources report that the Government 
Accountability Office did a study that 
showed at least 10 percent of the 
illegals who try to unlawfully enter the 
U.S. at ports of entry are successful. 

These failures to detect include drug 
and weapons smugglers and one indi-
vidual who had an incurable type of TB 
who was allowed to illegally enter the 
United States 76 times. Homeland Se-
curity doesn’t argue with the results of 
the GAO but simply makes excuses. 

One solution, however, is to require 
all people entering the United States 
at ports of entry to have a valid pass-
port where the U.S. can record who en-
ters and who leaves our country. The 
9/11 Commission recommended the 
passport, but politics and the govern-
ments of Mexico and Canada and the 
open borders crowd seem to keep this 
common sense idea from becoming a 
reality. The security of this Nation de-
serves better. We need to use passports. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

SUPPORT OUR TROOPS AND 
VETERANS 

(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Madam Speak-
er, I was a military spouse, and I am 
the proud wife of a veteran now. 

Of course, I support the veterans. I 
am also on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and it is in that capacity that 
I have had the sad task of listening to 
what the administration has done to 
our servicemen and women and to our 
veterans. 

We just need to say a name of a cou-
ple of hospitals to understand that the 
President has not honored the commit-
ments to our troops. This democrat-
ically led Congress is honoring com-
mitments. We have passed the greatest 
budget in history for our veterans. 

But we have another problem with 
the President right now. The President 
wants to give our brave troops only a 3 
percent pay increase, and the Demo-
crats are leading the fight for 3.5 per-
cent pay increase. 

Why is the President refusing to give 
our soldiers, who are fighting for us, an 
increase in pay? Only the President 
and this administration can answer 
that question. 

I want America to know that I am 
the proud wife of a veteran. I am here, 
along with my colleagues, to fight for 
veterans, and that’s what we are doing 
every day. 

f 

OUR VETERANS DESERVE OUR 
SUPPORT, NOT CHEAP PARTISAN 
POLITICS 

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, on October 8, 1954, President 
Dwight Eisenhower signed a proclama-
tion urging all Americans to observe 
each November 11 as Veterans Day. 
That proclamation said the following: 

‘‘On that day, let us solemnly re-
member the sacrifices of all those who 
fought so valiantly, on the seas, in the 
air, and on foreign shores, to preserve 
our heritage of freedom . . . ’’ 

There is broad bipartisan support for 
the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs appropriations bill in 
both Houses of Congress. The President 
has indicated that he will sign the bill. 

I call on the leadership of this House 
to bring that bill to the floor, by itself 
on its own, this week, so that it can be 
signed into law before Veterans Day. 
During this time of war, we need to 
show our veterans and those on active 
duty that we honor the service and the 
sacrifice of those who have answered 
freedom’s call. 

Please let us rise above the politics 
and do what is right to honor our vet-
erans. 

f 

FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR THE 
TROOPS 

(Mrs. GILLIBRAND asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today in support of Mr. MURPHY’s 
resolution to strongly urge the Presi-
dent to give our soldiers, sailors, air-

men and marines the pay raise that 
they deserve. 

The military families in my district 
have sacrificed more than any of us 
could ever imagine, for mothers and fa-
thers who have to run households while 
their spouses are deployed over and 
over again, to parents and grand-
parents that watch the news every 
night with dismay, to returning sol-
diers that have to piece together their 
lives upon the return from a war zone. 

These families deserve more than 
just the cost-of-living adjustment pro-
posed by the President. They deserve a 
raise. While the 3.5 percent increase 
that we are able to add to the defense 
authorization bill is a good start, there 
is much more that we can and should 
do. Yet the President may still veto 
this raise. 

I urge my colleagues to vote for this 
resolution, to tell the President to lift 
his objection to this well-deserved 
raise for the brave men and women who 
serve in our military. 

f 

OUR VETERANS DESERVE BETTER 
(Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today in strong support 
of our Nation’s veterans who have 
fought hard to protect our freedoms 
and preserve our liberties. 

It has been over 140 days, more than 
4 months since the House passed the 
MilCon-VA appropriations bill and 
nearly 8 weeks since the Senate passed 
it. My colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle joined together to craft and pass 
this important legislation, and the 
President is standing by, waiting to 
sign it into law. 

Yet it was only last week the Demo-
cratic leadership announced that they 
were finally going to take action, not 
to pass the bill, but, instead, to use 
funding of our veterans as a political 
tool to help ensure passage of a mas-
sive increase in spending in the Labor- 
HHS appropriations bill. 

I stand here today in support of our 
Nation’s veterans, in support of 
MilCon-VA appropriations, and 
staunchly oppose the Democratic lead-
ership’s attempt to use veterans as 
human shields to pass this bad Labor- 
HHS bill. 

Our veterans deserve better and Con-
gress must deliver. 

f 

DEMOCRATS HAVE PRIORITIZED 
THE NEEDS OF OUR VETERANS 
SINCE DAY ONE 
(Mr. LYNCH asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I do 
want to encourage my colleagues 
across the aisle to remember the his-
tory here. 

It was not long ago that the previous 
VA Secretary, Mr. Nicholson, came be-
fore this House and complained that 
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the VA was $1.1 billion in the red. That 
was under a House Leadership that was 
Republican, and that left short many 
of the needs of our veterans. 

It was when the Democrats in Janu-
ary took over that we pushed this larg-
est single appropriations bill in the his-
tory of the VA to address all of those 
unmet needs, and I just asked my col-
leagues across the aisle to work with 
us. No one is complaining here today 
about the content of that bill or the 
process that brought it to this floor. 

Many of the ideas in that bill are 
part and parcel of what my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle would 
hope for. We just need to work together 
today to get this bill to the floor, get 
it done, and get it to the President for 
his signature. 

f 

COUPLING APPROPRIATIONS BILLS 

(Mr. GOODLATTE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to oppose the majority’s 
plan to combine two unrelated appro-
priations bills, the Department of 
Labor, Health and Human Services and 
Department of Education and the fund-
ing for Veterans and Military Con-
struction. 

I oppose this combined approach be-
cause, in doing so, the Democrat ma-
jority is using political maneuvering to 
avoid tough spending choices in the 
controversial Labor-HHS and Edu-
cation bill. 

I hope we all agree that we need to 
keep our commitment to veterans by 
supporting veterans benefits and mili-
tary construction provisions. But the 
majority should not use the popularity 
of veterans funding to build a legisla-
tive Christmas tree by including labor 
and health spending at $10 billion 
above the President’s request. 

No one is fooled by this craven ma-
nipulation of benefits for our Nation’s 
veterans. Let’s debate these bills indi-
vidually, rather than holding funding 
for veterans military care and military 
facilities hostage with a controversial 
bill. 

f 

MAKING HISTORIC INVESTMENT IN 
OUR VETERAN CARE 

(Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Madam 
Speaker, veterans are a number one 
issue in the State of Kansas. We found 
it just appalling how shameful the lack 
of funding for our veterans had become. 

When I came to this Congress, I can’t 
tell you how pleased I was that we put 
$5.2 billion of emergency spending into 
our veterans funding, and a lot of that 
came right into the good hospitals of 
Kansas. That $5.2 billion of emergency 
funding was also called ‘‘pork.’’ How 
somebody could call funding our vet-
erans ‘‘pork’’ was just beyond me. 

Today, we are making a historic in-
vestment in our veteran care. I am 
hoping that we can come together 
across the aisle in a bipartisan manner 
and stand up for our veterans and in-
sist that our President sign this bill 
and start to take care of our veterans 
as they should have been. 

f 

CONCERN OVER DELAY IN 
FUNDING FOR VETERANS 

(Mr. KLINE of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to join my col-
leagues in asking the leadership of this 
House to bring the Military Construc-
tion and VA funding bill to the floor 
for a stand-alone vote. 

Earlier this year, many of us felt the 
pain when a young marine in my dis-
trict committed suicide after honor-
ably serving in Iraq after he visited 
two VA hospitals. We recognize, as a 
body here, that we need to provide the 
funding for our VA. We passed the bill 
in this House, 409–2. This is a bill with 
bipartisan support. 

We have heard rhetoric from the 
other side of the floor that says this is 
so important that we should pass this 
legislation no matter what pork-laden 
legislation it’s tied to. That’s what is 
the trouble here, my colleagues, is that 
the leadership of this House has taken 
a cynical action to attach an impor-
tant bill that has strong bipartisan 
support to a piece of legislation they 
know that many of us did not support 
and the President has promised a veto. 

I ask the leadership to reach out, as 
one of my colleagues said, and work in 
a bipartisan way, which is easily done 
by separating this legislation. Let’s get 
it done today. 

f 

OUR COMMITMENT TO THE BRAVE 
MEN AND WOMEN WHO SERVE 
OVERSEAS 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, war 
has changed, but our commitment to 
the brave men and women who serve 
overseas remains the same. This Demo-
cratic Congress today is passing a vet-
erans bill prioritizing veterans by fully 
funding the Veterans Administration. 
We recognize the changing needs of our 
new veterans by allocating funding to 
address conditions like PTSD, and we 
supported a pay raise for military fam-
ilies that this President, who has no 
trouble sending our troops and billions 
of dollars into Iraq, called unnecessary. 

Now, today, we are going to finally 
pass this Veterans appropriations bill. 
We are going to keep the promise we 
made to service men and women when 
they volunteered to serve our Nation 
overseas by taking care of them when 
they come home. This is the largest 
veterans increase for health care in 

history. This is the commitment of the 
Democratic prompt of the Democratic 
Congress, and we are going to make 
sure it happens today, regardless of 
what the President decides to do, if he 
vetoes it or not. 

We will just come back again and 
again and again regardless of his veto. 
We are tired of the fact that this Presi-
dent gets up and says that he supports 
these initiatives but then vetoes them. 

f 

b 1045 

TRICK OR TREATING IN CONGRESS 

(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Speaker, 
Halloween was last week, but trick or 
treating may be a part of the House of 
Representatives this week if the Demo-
crats have their way on the veterans 
funding bill. 

It was over 140 days ago that this 
Congress passed a veterans funding 
bill. It was a good bill. So why hasn’t 
this bill made its way to the Presi-
dent’s desk? The President has said he 
will sign this bill. Our veterans need 
this funding. They deserve this funding 
that the bill would provide. 

Instead, the Democrats are pre-
empting Thanksgiving holiday by serv-
ing up a turkey of a funding bill, a tur-
key that is filled with pork-based stuff-
ing. 

The business of national defense and 
the business of taking care of the very 
real needs of our veterans is just too 
important just to satisfy the urge to 
spend extra money that we just don’t 
have in order to fund pet projects. 

I want to say thank you to America’s 
veterans, to those veterans who go to 
our veterans health care center in St. 
Cloud, Minnesota. I want to thank you 
for what you have done, for your sac-
rifice for this country. 

Let’s pass this bill. 
f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE HONORING 
THE SACRIFICE OF SERGEANT 
LOUIS GRIESE 

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KAGEN. Madam Speaker, Louis 
Griese served with honor, with courage 
and skill; and last week on October 31, 
he lost his life while serving his third 
tour of duty in Iraq. 

Please join me in honoring his mem-
ory. He leaves behind a wife, Stephany, 
and 4-month-old daughter, Skylar. 

Sergeant Louis Griese of Sturgeon 
Bay, Wisconsin, was killed as a result 
of wounds incurred from a roadside 
bomb. His family believes in service to 
one’s Nation. A true believer in service, 
Sergeant Griese followed in the foot-
steps of his father who fought in the 
Korean War. 

Sergeant Griese’s mother, Susan 
Frihart, described her son, saying, ‘‘He 
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was very proud to be a soldier. He 
didn’t want to leave his newborn baby, 
but he left because that was his duty.’’ 

Every Member of Congress and every 
American owes a debt of gratitude to 
Louis Griese and his family for his 
dedicated and honorable service. Ser-
geant Griese made the ultimate sac-
rifice, and his service shall not be for-
gotten. 

I ask all of you to join me in a mo-
ment of silence on his behalf. 

f 

DR. OSCAR ELIAS BISCET 

(Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Madam Speaker, yesterday the 
President of the United States, Presi-
dent Bush, honored eight outstanding 
individuals with the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom. One of those indi-
viduals was Dr. Oscar Elias Biscet, a 
political prisoner in Cuba. 

Dr. Biscet is a 46-year-old physician 
and peaceful advocate of freedom and 
democracy. Dr. Biscet is an honest and 
decent man of principle who cites Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., Gandhi and the 
Dalai Lama as his role models. He has 
dedicated his entire life to defending 
human rights and advancing the cause 
of democracy in Cuba. 

And for that, Madam Speaker, in 2003 
Dr. Biscet was sentenced to 25 years in 
prison and today sits in solitary con-
finement in a totally darkened 3-foot 
by 6-foot cell commonly known there 
as ‘‘The Tomb.’’ 

Dr. Biscet and hundreds of other indi-
viduals just like him keep the hope for 
democracy alive for the Cuban people. 
He’s a true patriot, Madam Speaker. 
He’s a patriot for the Cuban people, a 
true hero and an example for everyone 
who loves freedom. 

I want to thank President Bush for 
once again standing with the Cuban 
people and making a strong statement 
for freedom. 

I am in awe of Dr. Biscet’s bravery, 
and I look forward to the day that he 
can walk in freedom along with his 
people in his honor. 

f 

HONORING THOSE VETERANS WHO 
PROTECTED US 

(Mr. BOUSTANY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Madam Speaker, 
today my colleagues will enumerate 
the importance of funding bills that 
this Congress has yet to pass. One of 
these bills, the veterans appropriations 
bill, is particularly important, and the 
lack of progress for political purposes 
is simply atrocious. 

This past weekend, I met with vet-
erans from Louisiana who had come to 
visit the beautiful World War II Memo-
rial. One man had stormed Omaha 
Beach on D–Day. Another was a mem-

ber of the famed Buffalo Soldiers, an 
original member of the famed Buffalo 
Soldiers. These men are heroes. 

I heard firsthand their needs, the in-
creased attention that’s needed for 
mental health purposes and other bet-
ter VA services. 

Madam Speaker, as we approach Vet-
erans Day, let us in Congress dem-
onstrate our appreciation. Let us pass 
a veterans appropriations bill as prom-
ised without unrelated pork-laden 
spending bills attached. Let us pass it 
to honor those who have protected us 
so bravely and for those who continue 
to serve valiantly to protect us today. 

f 

MILCON-VA APPROPRIATIONS 

(Mrs. SCHMIDT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to protest the majority’s de-
cision to tie the funding of our vet-
erans to the Labor, Health and Human 
Services appropriation bill. 

The facts of this case are simple. The 
House had passed a bill on June 15, fol-
lowed by the Senate on September 6, 
that supports our veterans and the pay 
raises and the funding that they need. 
The differences in these bills are min-
iscule. The Senate has appointed their 
conferees. Our House has yet to do the 
same. What’s the hold-up? Politics. 
Rather than bringing the MilCon-VA 
conference report to the floor as a 
stand-alone measure, a measure that 
will be supported by both parties, sup-
ported by the President and signed into 
law, the other side has decided to tie it 
to a controversial bill that the Presi-
dent has said time and time again he 
will veto. 

Madam Speaker, our veterans have 
risked their lives for us without regard 
to political affiliation. We have to stop 
the politics. We have to work for our 
veterans. 

I ask that we use this time in a bi-
partisan fashion and pass the MilCon- 
VA bill as a stand-alone bill. 

f 

MILCON-VA APPROPRIATIONS 
CONFERENCE REPORT 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, we cele-
brate Veterans Day on November 11. 
Every day in this country should be 
Veterans Day, that is, we should high-
light veterans and thank them for 
their service to our country. 

Yet, it’s been over 140 days since the 
House passed the MilCon-VA appropria-
tions bill and 8 weeks since the Senate 
passed it. The bill has strong bipar-
tisan support and the President is 
ready to sign it. Yet Democrats have 
delayed bringing this bill to the floor. 

The Democrats finally announced 
they’re bringing it to the floor this 
week, but instead of voting on a stand- 
alone bill which would ensure quick 

passage and provide funding for our 
troops and veterans, they’re using it as 
a political tool by attaching it to the 
Labor-HHS bill. 

The American people hate this kind 
of political posturing. They know that 
when bills are combined like that, that 
it’s a political and cynical ploy. That’s 
the only way the Democrats can get 
their pork-barrel spending passed is by 
attaching it to the military bill. 

By using it as a political tool instead 
of an urgent spending priority, the 
Democratic leadership illustrates 
where their priorities are, and they 
aren’t with our troops and veterans. 

f 

SUPPORTING OUR AMERICAN 
HEROES 

(Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in support 
of our American heroes, the men and 
women who have served this great Na-
tion, our veterans. 

On June 15, the House passed the 
Military Construction and Veterans Af-
fairs appropriations and did not ap-
point conferees. The Senate passed the 
same in September, on September 6, 
over 60 days ago; and they immediately 
appointed conferees. 

This tactic of holding veterans fund-
ing hostage creates a dangerous prece-
dent. The House is now faced with un-
related policies being forced into this 
bill. 

Veterans funding is not a means of 
playing politics. Using our veterans 
and funding our next year’s election is 
unconscionable. 

Fund the veterans, and let’s move on 
to the next piece of legislation. Our 
focus should be on keeping our prom-
ises to our veterans and those who have 
served so bravely. 

Madam Speaker, separate these bills. 
f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS BILL 

(Mr. LAMBORN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, al-
most 5 months ago the House passed 
the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs appropriations bill. Eight 
weeks ago it passed the Senate. 

I’m a member of both the Armed 
Services Committee and the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee; and I, like most 
Members of Congress, voted for the 
bill. It will provide funding to ensure 
our veterans receive their benefits in a 
timely fashion and will provide our 
troops with the resources necessary to 
keep America safe. 

However, the Democrat leadership 
has failed to get this bill to the Presi-
dent’s desk despite tremendous bipar-
tisan support. It is sad that they are 
choosing to abuse their leadership posi-
tion by playing politics with the needs 
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of our veterans and our servicemen and 
women. 

This bill, were it to stand alone, 
would enjoy overwhelming bipartisan 
support in both the House and the Sen-
ate. Yet, the Democrat leaders have 
failed, to this day, to appoint conferees 
to a conference on this bill. Instead, 
they joined it to a bloated Labor bill. 
These are the kinds of political games 
that disgust the American people. 

f 

UNTIE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AND VETERANS FUNDING 

(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, let us suppose 
that I went out to buy a new car today, 
and I went to the dealer and I made a 
deal, saw exactly what I wanted, made 
an agreement on the price, and I called 
him up tomorrow and asked when it 
would be available, and I called him up 
the day after that, and I called him up 
the day after that, and after 140 days 
he finally said, you can come in and 
pick up your car. And when I went in 
to pick up the car he said, oh, by the 
way, we have this used car in the back 
that no one will buy, this clunker, this 
thing that won’t work, and that’s part 
of the deal. Now, you have to not only 
pay what it’s worth, but you have to 
pay $9.7 thousand additional dollars for 
it. 

Would you consider that fair? Would 
that be considered fair dealing? Would 
you really be concerned about the pur-
chaser and what they’re purchasing, or 
would it look like sharp practices? 
Would it look like kind of rope-a-dope? 
Would it look like a bait-and-switch? 

What do we have here? 
We have a bill that’s been waiting for 

140 days for us to vote on that we have 
almost unanimous agreement on, and 
what are they doing? They’re tying a 
clunker to it. 

Untie this, Madam Speaker, and 
allow us to get our business done. 

f 

OUR VETERANS DESERVE BETTER 
THAN POLITICS 

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, it used to be that there were 
just some things you simply didn’t 
play partisan games with: Our mili-
tary, our kids, and especially our vet-
erans. 

But not in this Congress. In this 
House of politics, no matter is safe 
from political posturing and exploi-
tation. From playing class warfare 
with every proposal, to using children 
as political props, politics has trumped 
policy from day one. 

Now the new majority has sunk to a 
new low, holding our Nation’s proud 
veterans hostage. And for what, 
Madam Speaker? Pork. 

Though the veterans spending bill 
passed this House months ago with 409 
votes, the new majority has refused to 
allow the legislation to move forward, 
and veterans demand action. 

This is a clear demonstration of 
where the majority’s priorities lie. It’s 
shameful and sad that the loony left in 
this House are willing to exploit our 
veterans as a political tool so that they 
can get their hands on ever more hard- 
earned American tax dollars. 

Madam Speaker, bring up the vet-
erans bill free from pork and free from 
politics. 

f 

MINI-BUS APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

(Mr. SHUSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to call out to the American 
people to ask them to take notice of 
what’s happening here on the floor. 
When the majority party took control 
in January, they promised a new direc-
tion. But the only direction they’ve re-
ceived is to go backwards. Here it is 
November, and the President has not 
received one appropriations bill on his 
desk. 

The Congress has not moved this 
slowly in 20 years, and the reason is 
purely political. They want to dras-
tically increase social spending, and 
they can’t get a bill passed on social 
spending without coupling it and hold-
ing hostage our veterans bill. 

Our veterans deserve better. Our vet-
erans deserve the funding that they 
need. 

I hope every veteran in America is 
listening to this debate today. I hope 
they realize that the veterans funding 
is being held hostage. 

The President will veto the social 
spending the Democrats propose and 
thus delay the funds needed to go to 
our veterans around this country. 

I urge the majority party to stop this 
charade, give the veterans a straight 
up-or-down vote, and it’ll pass this 
House overwhelmingly. 

I thank the Congress for listening. I 
thank the American people for listen-
ing to me. 

f 

FUNDING FOR OUR VETERANS 

(Mr. SHADEGG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SHADEGG. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to express my disappoint-
ment and sadness at the majority’s 
politicization of funding for our vet-
erans. 

This is a sad day. Today, the major-
ity is tying Veterans Affairs funding to 
outrageous overspending in a com-
pletely separate bill to pork. That is a 
sad day. It’s using our veterans for po-
litical gain. 

America’s veterans deserve better 
than that. They deserve the support of 
the American people, and they cer-

tainly deserve the support of this Con-
gress. 

Yet, as you’ve heard, the Veterans 
Affairs appropriations act passed this 
Congress months ago. It should have 
gone to the President. But here we 
stand today fighting the leadership of 
the Democratic Party who has decided 
to attach that bill to a separate, con-
tentious, already bloated spending 
measure, essentially to blackmail our 
veterans. 

Madam Speaker, next week is Vet-
erans Day, and this is how we’re hon-
oring our veterans who have served our 
country and fought for our freedom. 

Our veterans deserve the money in 
this legislation. They deserve to have 
the appropriation passed as a stand- 
alone. I call on the Congress to do that 
now, today, and not to punish our Na-
tion’s veterans. 

f 

b 1100 

STILL WAITING FOR VETERANS 
FUNDING 

(Mr. PEARCE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, 40 
years ago I won the lottery. That was 
the draft lottery and I was able to 
serve in Vietnam because I did win 
that. An entire generation of young 
men and women did the same; yet 
today the majority is playing games 
with our veterans, who sacrificed so 
much back then. 

Today marks the 37th day past the 
fiscal year that Congress has failed to 
pass veterans funding. We are losing 
$18.5 million a day. 

I hold two copies that I will insert 
into the RECORD. These letters were 
signed by 89 Members and asked the 
Speaker and majority leader in the 
Senate to put aside partisan games-
manship and bring a stand-alone vet-
erans bill to the floor. Since I wrote 
these letters, weeks have passed, a fis-
cal year has run out, and our veterans 
are still waiting on us to finalize a bill 
to provide the funding for their benefit. 

Madam Speaker, it is time for us to 
do our job. Let’s fulfill the promises we 
made to our veterans. Let’s remember 
those who have served honorably, and 
let’s treat them honorably. 

f 

CALLING FOR A CLEAN VETERANS 
FUNDING BILL 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, 2 
months ago today, our colleagues in 
the other body passed this very impor-
tant bill designed to provide assistance 
to our veterans. And here we are 2 
months later, and there is a desperate 
need to ensure that our Nation’s vet-
erans have exactly what they deserve. 

Yesterday afternoon I followed the 
example of our colleague, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), and 
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his wife, Beverly, who regularly go out 
and visit our wounded troops, and I 
went out to the Walter Reed Army 
Hospital. I had the opportunity to see a 
number of these courageous men who 
have sacrificed and have been wounded. 
And I couldn’t help but think of it, as 
I came back and went to the Rules 
Committee last night and saw this at-
tempt being made, which they have 
done, to tie the Labor, Health and 
Human Services appropriations bill to 
the Veterans bill, as nothing but pure 
politics which undermine the ability 
for us to get what these brave men and 
women who have fought on behalf of 
the cause of freedom need. 

This is wrong. We have got to end it 
right now. Bring a clean bill to this 
floor. 

f 

SAY ‘‘THANK YOU’’ TO OUR VET-
ERANS BY ADOPTING A STAND- 
ALONE VETERANS FUNDING 
BILL 
(Mr. GOODE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GOODE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to thank the men and women in the 
United States Army, Navy, Air Force, 
Marine Corps, and Coast Guard for 
serving our Nation in Iraq and Afghani-
stan and around the world. They are 
honorably and bravely fighting terror-
ists overseas in order to protect Amer-
ican families at home. 

One way we can say ‘‘thank you’’ to 
these brave men and women is to adopt 
a Veterans appropriations bill, stand- 
alone, with a unanimous or near unani-
mous vote. It does not need to be 
wrapped up into something else. We 
need to send a loud and clear ‘‘thank 
you’’ to our veterans in a veterans-only 
bill. Let’s do it. Let’s vote it up and 
say a great ‘‘thank you’’ before Vet-
erans Day to our veterans. 

f 

HOLDING VETERANS FUNDING 
HOSTAGE CREATES A DAN-
GEROUS PRECEDENT 
(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BLUNT. Madam Speaker, the 
House passed the Military Construc-
tion-Veterans bill on June 15, over 140 
days ago. The Senate passed a bill on 
September 6, sent it over to the House, 
and immediately appointed conferees. 

The minority appointed their con-
ferees. But up to now, we have never 
had conferees appointed on this bill, 
which means this bill that the Presi-
dent has announced he would sign 
could have become law before October 
1. It means that military families, vet-
erans, and retirees could be receiving 
the benefits of up to $18.5 million every 
single day since October 1. 

This tactic of holding veterans fund-
ing hostage creates a dangerous prece-
dent. What controversial, unrelated 
policies could go on this bill in the fu-
ture? 

Madam Speaker, let’s stop this prac-
tice today before it starts. 

f 

STOP THE POLITICAL GAMES; 
PROVIDE FUNDING FOR OUR 
TROOPS AND OUR VETERANS 

(Mr. MICA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker and my 
colleagues, this is the first time I have 
come out for a 1-minute address, and I 
think it is necessary that I also voice 
my disapproval with what is hap-
pening. 

Right now the Congress of the United 
States is at an 11 percent approval rat-
ing. And, unfortunately, the actions 
dealing with our veterans and military 
appropriations measures is going to, I 
think, further erode public confidence 
in this body. 

Right now in what is going to play 
out in the next number of hours, our 
military and our veterans, unfortu-
nately, will be held hostage. Unfortu-
nately, too, our veterans and our mili-
tary are going to suffer from this, all 
in an attempt to try to, I guess, embar-
rass the President of the United States. 
But in turn we will be embarrassing, 
and further eroding confidence in, this 
House. 

We need to work together to pass in 
a bipartisan effort the funding for our 
troops and our veterans and stop the 
political games. 

f 

EARMARKS IN THE LABOR-HHS- 
VETERANS FUNDING APPRO-
PRIATIONS CONFERENCE RE-
PORT 

(Mr. FLAKE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, people 
may wonder why we are doing this, 
combining these two bills, the Vet-
erans bill and also Labor-HHS. It is 
easy to see when you look at it. 

There are some 150 pages of earmarks 
in this conference report, including 
nine air-dropped earmarks. Now, these 
are earmarks that weren’t considered 
by either the House or the Senate. 
They were simply air-dropped into the 
bill that we have no opportunity to 
amend out. We have violated our own 
rules. We are violating our own rules to 
do this: $1 million for the Thomas 
Daschle Center for Public Service and 
Representative Democracy. We are 
spending $1 million in this bill, air- 
dropped into the bill, with no oppor-
tunity to amend it out, a center for 
public service and representative de-
mocracy at a university somewhere 
named for a former Member of Con-
gress. 

This simply isn’t right. This isn’t 
right. We shouldn’t be doing this. This 
institution deserves far better than we 
are giving it. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. LO-
RETTA SANCHEZ of California). Pursuant 
to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair will 
postpone further proceedings today on 
motions to suspend the rules on which 
a recorded vote or the yeas and nays 
are ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS THAT BASIC PAY FOR 
MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES 
SHOULD BE INCREASED 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 162) ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that 
Congress and the President should in-
crease basic pay for members of the 
Armed Forces, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 162 

Whereas the United States continues to 
rely extensively upon the members of the 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, and 
Coast Guard who are deployed overseas and 
stationed at military support installations 
within the United States; 

Whereas members of the Armed Forces, re-
gardless of branch of service or whether serv-
ing in an active or a reserve component, 
have carried out their mission objectives 
with valor, distinction, and steadfast dedica-
tion to the cause of liberty and democracy; 

Whereas more than 1,600,000 members of 
the Armed Forces have deployed to Iraq or 
Afghanistan, and many of these members 
have served multiple deployments; 

Whereas there are more than 3,000,000 fam-
ily members and other dependents of the 
members of the Armed Forces serving on ac-
tive duty and in reserve components; 

Whereas nearly 50 percent of the members 
of the Armed Forces, who are deployed away 
from their permanent duty stations, have 
left families with children behind; 

Whereas over 50 percent of the members of 
the Armed Forces who are currently de-
ployed in Iraq are married; 

Whereas military families have persevered 
in the face of challenges and continue to pro-
vide critically important comfort and care 
and numerous other contributions to their 
loved ones deployed overseas or stationed 
within the United States; 

Whereas there currently is a 4 percent gap 
between the pay increases provided to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and the pay in-
creases provided to private sector employees; 
and 

Whereas it is in the national interest of 
the United States to offer to the members of 
the Armed Forces comparable pay to that 
which the civilian sector provides in order to 
retain highly qualified men and women in 
uniform and to faithfully reward their val-
iant service to the United States: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) Congress and the President should in-
crease basic pay for members of all compo-
nents of the Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine 
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Corps, and Coast Guard by 3.5 percent, effec-
tive January 1, 2008; and 

(2) Congress and the President should in-
crease the basic pay for members of all com-
ponents of the Army, Navy, Air Force, Ma-
rine Corps, and Coast Guard during fiscal 
years 2009 through 2012 by at least 1⁄2 of 1 per-
cent more than the raise calculated under 
the Employment Cost Index (ECI). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY) 
and the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. JONES) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-

sylvania. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks on the con-
current resolution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-

sylvania. Madam Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today for a 
simple yet important purpose. I rise 
alongside my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to say that we support a 3.5 
percent pay increase for the brave men 
and women of our Armed Forces. 

Madam Speaker, when I was serving 
in Baghdad, I fought alongside Spe-
cialist Juan Arevalo, or ‘‘RV’’ to his 
friends and fellow paratroopers. RV is a 
quick-witted and fearless Texan who 
had the trust of everyone in our bri-
gade and would say things to make us 
laugh or make us think, even during 
war. 

We used to joke that RV signed up 
for active duty in the Army without 
even knowing that soldiers got paid. 
The joke was that he was so innocent, 
he thought the only compensation he 
received was training, housing, and 
three square meals a day. Serving in 
Iraq and making just over $15,000 a 
year, RV told everybody he was the 
richest man in Iraq. 

Even though RV would have worked 
for free in our military, he shouldn’t 
have to, and neither should the fami-
lies who depend on their loved ones 
overseas. 

More than 1.6 million soldiers, sail-
ors, airmen, and marines have been de-
ployed to Iraq and Afghanistan. Many 
of them multiple times. These are the 
brave men and women whose pay we 
seek to raise today, a pay raise that is 
long overdue. 

Madam Speaker, there are more than 
3 million family members who count on 
someone serving on active duty in the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. Today 
we fight not just for those soldiers but 
for their families as well. 

Our resolution points out that there 
is currently a 4 percent pay gap be-
tween members of the Armed Forces 
and those in civilian life. At a time 
when our Armed Forces are stretched 

so thin, we need to offer more com-
parable pay to the private sector to re-
tain the most qualified service men 
and women. Our resolution also gives 
thanks for their valiant service to our 
Nation. 

Madam Speaker, this is a common-
sense measure. But, unfortunately, our 
President has called this pay increase 
‘‘unnecessary.’’ And yet 2 weeks ago 
President Bush said, ‘‘America should 
do what it takes to support our 
troops.’’ The President criticizes the 
spending priorities of this Congress but 
stands in the way of a pay increase for 
our troops. 

I say the President should do what it 
takes to support our troops. This pay 
raise is long overdue and it is nec-
essary, and President Bush’s opposition 
to it is simply unconscionable. 

Madam Speaker, with a 3.5 percent 
pay increase, we aren’t talking about a 
lot of money. But for a private in Iraq 
making less than $16,000 a year in basic 
pay, that small increase would make 
all the difference in the world. For en-
listed men with bills to pay and young 
children to support, several hundred 
dollars a year more is a big deal. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) for his courageous support, 
Chairman MURTHA, Chairman OBEY, 
Chairman SNYDER, as well as Chair-
woman DAVIS and Chairman SKELTON 
for their leadership on this issue. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank Mr. 
MURPHY for his service to this Nation 
and for introducing H. Con. Res. 162. 

Throughout the history of this great 
Nation, men and women have chosen to 
put on the uniform and defend the prin-
ciples upon which this country was 
built. The dedication of our men and 
women to our Nation should never be 
overlooked, and we, as a Congress, 
should encourage the next generation 
of Americans to do the same. 

b 1115 

However, there exists an inequity in 
pay between those who serve in our 
Armed Forces and those in the civilian 
sector. 

For several years, the civilian pay in-
crease rate has remained 4 percent, 
which Congressman MURPHY men-
tioned, above that of the military. It is 
time to end this inequity. H. Con. Res. 
162 will help bring this inequity to a 
close by calling on Congress to voice 
their support for our servicemembers. 

This Nation relies on our military to 
defend its citizens against enemies 
both foreign and domestic, and have 
done so with honor and integrity; but 
they do not fight these battles alone. 
Our military families provide them 
much-needed support in these difficult 
times. As was said earlier, nearly 40 
percent of the members of the Armed 
Forces who are deployed leave their 

families and children behind them. 
There are more than 3 million family 
members and dependents of those serv-
ing on active duty and in the Reserve. 

For far too long, Congress has not 
made this a top priority. That is why I 
join with my colleague, Representative 
PATRICK MURPHY, and all of those in 
both parties who want this to be a 
number one issue for those in uniform 
and their families. Matching the in-
crease is not sufficient. We must close 
the gap. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to my friend and colleague, 
the gentlelady from New Hampshire. 
There is no greater advocate in the 
House of Representatives than Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, a proud Member, and a 
fellow member of the House Armed 
Services Committee. 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of 
House Concurrent Resolution 162. By 
doing this, I rise in strong support of 
our men and women who deserve a pay 
raise. 

As part of the Defense authorization, 
the House passed a 3.5 percent pay in-
crease for our troops, half a percent 
larger than the President’s budget. 
This means an E–4 would earn $200 a 
year difference in this, just $200 a year 
difference, but the President opposed 
this increase, calling it unnecessary. I 
don’t think it’s unnecessary to provide 
a decent wage for the brave men and 
women who sacrifice for our country. I 
once lived on military pay, and I can 
assure you that a decent wage is a re-
quirement for military men and women 
and their families. 

I find it ironic that the President 
thinks a pay raise for our troops is un-
necessary, but he thinks it is necessary 
to pay contractors billions of dollars 
with no accountability at all. The 
President keeps sending our troops 
back again and again, and the Presi-
dent should at least be willing to give 
them a decent paycheck to do this job. 

Madam Speaker, standing up for our 
troops must also mean standing up for 
their families. More than half of all 
servicemembers who are deployed to 
Iraq are married, and more than 40 per-
cent of them have left children behind. 
While a half percent increase may seem 
small, when you’re caring for a family, 
every little bit of support helps. This is 
not only the right thing to do for our 
troops; it’s the right thing to do for our 
national security. 

There is currently a 4 percent pay 
gap in pay between the military and 
the private sector. If we want to make 
sure that our armed services can re-
cruit and retain the best, most tal-
ented, most highly qualified people, we 
need to provide them with comparable 
pay. This is especially critical now 
when we face new and emerging threats 
from around the world. And the Army 
began this year with the lowest num-
ber of recruits signed up for basic 
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training since the end of the draft in 
1973. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this resolution, supporting 
our national security, and supporting 
our troops and their families by giving 
them the pay increase they have 
earned. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, I now yield 3 
minutes to my friend and colleague, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
KAGEN). 

Mr. KAGEN. Madam Speaker, as a 
cosponsor of this resolution, I rise in 
strong support of its passage. 

Next week, on Veterans Day, our Na-
tion will pause to honor the many sac-
rifices made by veterans who have 
served in the defense of our country. 
And I appreciate the attention of our 
House leadership that they have given 
to this resolution and to our veterans 
who have served with incredible honor, 
with incredible skill and courage. 

H. Con. Res. 162 recognizes the value 
of their dedicated service and begins to 
address the economic sacrifice of vet-
erans as they endure their economic 
pain. 

Because we rely on a voluntary cit-
izen Army, we are now more indebted 
to those who have foregone higher pay 
elsewhere in civilian employment, es-
pecially as the value of our United 
States dollar continues to decline. 

As Congressman MURPHY personally 
understands, our military has histori-
cally been underpaid. Service men and 
service women receive much less than 
they could earn in the private sector. 
And like my colleagues, I believe their 
pay must reflect their sacrifices. 

This resolution calls upon Congress 
to fairly increase basic pay by 3.5 per-
cent. We all understand that we must 
begin to pay all of our Nation’s debts, 
and this resolution is a good first step 
in doing so. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, this is the 
last speaker on our side. And I now 
yield 3 minutes to my friend and col-
league, a fellow Blue Dog, the gen-
tleman from Indiana, Mr. JOE DON-
NELLY. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in strong support of House 
Resolution 162, which reemphasizes our 
support for giving a pay raise for our 
Armed Forces this year. 

This administration insisted in its 
defense budget request that military 
servicemembers should get no more 
than a 3 percent increase. However, in 
May, the House passed a needed 3.5 per-
cent across-the-board increase in pay 
for our brave men and women. Unfortu-
nately, the administration has deemed 
this extra half point unnecessary. 

I strongly disagree with this assess-
ment. And I can tell you that our 
servicemembers who defend this coun-
try both at home and abroad don’t find 
this increase unnecessary. For a young 
soldier who may be earning $20,000 a 
year, that extra half percent totals 
$100, but that $100 could make all the 

difference in the world when that sol-
dier has bills to pay and a family to 
take care of. 

I believe America’s servicemembers 
deserve this extra half percent in-
crease. They put their lives on the line 
for us daily, for which we can never 
fully repay them for their service, but 
a 3.5 percent salary increase is a good 
start; and it is a small token of this 
Nation’s gratitude. 

Passing this resolution sends a 
strong message that this increase is 
not only the necessary thing to do, but 
it’s the right thing to do as well. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, again, I want to 
thank Congressman MURPHY. 

The stress of war on our men and 
women and their families is enormous. 
We cannot do much to help with the 
stress of war, but Mr. MURPHY’s resolu-
tion can help the military family as 
they try to balance their own budget. 
So thank you, Mr. MURPHY, for this 
legislation, this resolution. 

And with that, Madam Speaker, I 
hope that each and every Member will 
vote in support of this resolution. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Thank you to my colleague, Mr. 
WALTER JONES. I appreciate that. I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s service for 
the citizens of our country and the citi-
zens in North Carolina. 

We owe it to those protecting our Na-
tion and fighting for our rights to 
make sure that we support them and 
their families who are waiting at home. 

This pay raise may mean less than 
$1,000 for some enlisted men and 
women, but for those with bills to pay 
and young children to feed, several 
hundred dollars is a big deal. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support 
this pay raise, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. By passing this 
bill, we tell our troops that we support 
them, and send a message to the Presi-
dent that this pay raise is not only 
necessary, it’s our responsibility. 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to echo the vital message of this resolu-
tion. 

Earlier this year, the House of Representa-
tives passed the Fiscal Year 2008 Defense 
Authorization bill with overwhelming bipartisan 
support. Included in that bill is a 3.5 percent 
pay raise for the men and women who wear 
our country’s uniform. 

While we will never be able to fully repay 
the debt we owe to our troops and their fami-
lies for their service and sacrifice on behalf of 
our Nation, this pay raise is the very least that 
we can do in recognition of their commitment 
to our country. 

Today our servicemembers and our military 
families are answering their call to duty with 
dedication and honor, despite lengthy deploy-
ments and little time at home. I recently re-
turned from visiting our troops in Iraq—includ-
ing the Iowa National Guard 833rd Engineer 
Battalion based in my District. What I heard 
overwhelmingly from our servicemembers is 

that they take pride in serving their country but 
are concerned about the hardship placed on 
their families at home. The 833rd was rede-
ployed to Iraq after only 14 months at home. 
These citizen soldiers have paid a high price 
in their civilian and family lives in order to 
serve their country. The pay raise provided by 
the Defense Authorization bill is well deserved 
and a token of the appreciation of a grateful 
Nation. 

Unfortunately the Administration has 
deemed the .5 percent added by Congress to 
its request for a 3 percent raise to be ‘‘unnec-
essary.’’ I, and many others in this Congress, 
say it is necessary. I am a cosponsor of this 
resolution because I strongly believe we have 
a responsibility to provide for our 
servicemembers both on the battlefield and 
throughout their lives. 

This resolution also highlights the impor-
tance of a provision in the Defense Authoriza-
tion bill that provides the families of fallen sol-
diers with a $40 per month special survivor in-
demnity allowance in relief of the ‘‘Military 
Families Tax.’’ The Administration also op-
poses this provision. Its opposition is once 
again misplaced. This tax is unfairly placed on 
more than 60,000 survivors of those who have 
paid the ultimate sacrifice for our country. 

I am proud that as a Freshman Member of 
the House Armed Services Committee, I 
helped shape a Defense Authorization bill that 
recognizes the dedication and honor of our 
troops. I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution and to send a strong message that 
the United States Congress recognizes the 
sacrifices made by our men and women in 
uniform and is committed to providing lifelong 
support to our servicemembers and our mili-
tary families. 

Madam Speaker, at this time I have 
no further requests for time, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PATRICK J. MURPHY) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 162, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The Speaker pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

HEROES EARNINGS ASSISTANCE 
AND RELIEF TAX ACT OF 2007 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3997) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide earn-
ings assistance and tax relief to mem-
bers of the uniformed services, volun-
teer firefighters, and Peace Corps vol-
unteers, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
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H.R. 3997 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE, ETC. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Heroes Earnings Assistance and Relief 
Tax Act of 2007’’. 

(b) REFERENCE.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, whenever in this Act an 
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of 
an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be con-
sidered to be made to a section or other pro-
vision of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title, etc. 
TITLE I—BENEFITS FOR MILITARY AND 

VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS 
Sec. 101. Election to include combat pay as 

earned income for purposes of 
earned income tax credit. 

Sec. 102. Modification of mortgage revenue 
bonds for veterans. 

Sec. 103. Survivor and disability payments 
with respect to qualified mili-
tary service. 

Sec. 104. Treatment of differential military 
pay as wages. 

Sec. 105. Exclusion from income for benefits 
provided to volunteer fire-
fighters and emergency medical 
responders. 

Sec. 106. Special period of limitation when 
uniformed services retired pay 
is reduced as a result of award 
of disability compensation. 

Sec. 107. Distributions from retirement 
plans to individuals called to 
active duty. 

Sec. 108. Disclosure of return information 
relating to veterans programs 
made permanent. 

Sec. 109. Contributions of military death 
gratuities to Roth IRAs and 
Education Savings Accounts. 

Sec. 110. Suspension of 5-year period during 
service with the Peace Corps. 

TITLE II—IMPROVEMENTS IN 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 

Sec. 201. Treatment of uniformed service 
cash remuneration as earned 
income. 

Sec. 202. State annuities for certain vet-
erans to be disregarded in de-
termining supplemental secu-
rity income benefits. 

Sec. 203. Exclusion of AmeriCorps benefits 
for purposes of determining 
supplemental security income 
eligibility and benefit amounts. 

Sec. 204. Effective date. 
TITLE III—REVENUE PROVISIONS 

Sec. 301. Modification of penalty for failure 
to file partnership returns. 

Sec. 302. Penalty for failure to file S cor-
poration returns. 

Sec. 303. Increase in information return pen-
alties. 

Sec. 304. Increase in minimum penalty on 
failure to file a return of tax. 

TITLE I—BENEFITS FOR MILITARY AND 
VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS 

SEC. 101. ELECTION TO INCLUDE COMBAT PAY AS 
EARNED INCOME FOR PURPOSES OF 
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (vi) of section 
32(c)(2)(B) (defining earned income) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(vi) a taxpayer may elect to treat 
amounts excluded from gross income by rea-
son of section 112 as earned income.’’. 

(b) SUNSET NOT APPLICABLE.—Section 105 
of the Working Families Tax Relief Act of 

2004 (relating to application of EGTRRA sun-
set to this title) shall not apply to section 
104(b) of such Act. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 102. MODIFICATION OF MORTGAGE REV-

ENUE BONDS FOR VETERANS. 
(a) QUALIFIED MORTGAGE BONDS USED TO 

FINANCE RESIDENCES FOR VETERANS WITHOUT 
REGARD TO FIRST-TIME HOMEBUYER REQUIRE-
MENT.—Subparagraph (D) of section 143(d)(2) 
(relating to exceptions) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and before January 1, 2008’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN BOND LIMITATION FOR ALAS-
KA, OREGON, AND WISCONSIN.—Clause (ii) of 
section 143(l)(3)(B) (relating to State vet-
erans limit) is amended by striking 
‘‘$25,000,000’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(c) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED VETERAN.— 
Paragraph (4) of section 143(l) (defining 
qualified veteran) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED VETERAN.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘qualified veteran’ 
means any veteran who— 

‘‘(A) served on active duty, and 
‘‘(B) applied for the financing before the 

date 25 years after the last date on which 
such veteran left active service.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 103. SURVIVOR AND DISABILITY PAYMENTS 

WITH RESPECT TO QUALIFIED MILI-
TARY SERVICE. 

(a) PLAN QUALIFICATION REQUIREMENT FOR 
DEATH BENEFITS UNDER USERRA-QUALIFIED 
ACTIVE MILITARY SERVICE.—Subsection (a) of 
section 401 (relating to requirements for 
qualification) is amended by inserting after 
paragraph (36) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(37) DEATH BENEFITS UNDER USERRA-QUALI-
FIED ACTIVE MILITARY SERVICE.—A trust shall 
not constitute a qualified trust unless the 
plan provides that, in the case of a partici-
pant who dies while performing qualified 
military service (as defined in section 
414(u)), the survivors of the participant are 
entitled to any additional benefits (other 
than benefit accruals relating to the period 
of qualified military service) provided under 
the plan had the participant resumed and 
then terminated employment on account of 
death.’’. 

(b) TREATMENT IN THE CASE OF DEATH OR 
DISABILITY RESULTING FROM ACTIVE MILI-
TARY SERVICE FOR BENEFIT ACCRUAL PUR-
POSES.—Subsection (u) of section 414 (relat-
ing to special rules relating to veterans’ re-
employment rights under USERRA) is 
amended by redesignating paragraphs (9) and 
(10) as paragraphs (10) and (11), respectively, 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) TREATMENT IN THE CASE OF DEATH OR 
DISABILITY RESULTING FROM ACTIVE MILITARY 
SERVICE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For benefit accrual pur-
poses, an employer sponsoring a retirement 
plan may treat an individual who dies or be-
comes disabled (as defined under the terms 
of the plan) while performing qualified mili-
tary service with respect to the employer 
maintaining the plan as if the individual has 
resumed employment in accordance with the 
individual’s reemployment rights under 
chapter 43 of title 38, United States Code, on 
the day preceding death or disability (as the 
case may be) and terminated employment on 
the actual date of death or disability. In the 
case of any such treatment, and subject to 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), any full or partial 
compliance by such plan with respect to the 
benefit accrual requirements of paragraph (8) 
with respect to such individual shall be 
treated for purposes of paragraph (1) as if 

such compliance were required under such 
chapter 43. 

‘‘(B) NONDISCRIMINATION REQUIREMENT.— 
Subparagraph (A) shall apply only if all indi-
viduals performing qualified military service 
with respect to the employer maintaining 
the plan (as determined under subsections 
(b), (c), (m), and (o)) who die or became dis-
abled as a result of performing qualified 
military service prior to reemployment by 
the employer are credited with service and 
benefits on reasonably equivalent terms. 

‘‘(C) DETERMINATION OF BENEFITS.—The 
amount of employee contributions and the 
amount of elective deferrals of an individual 
treated as reemployed under subparagraph 
(A) for purposes of applying paragraph (8)(C) 
shall be determined on the basis of the indi-
vidual’s average actual employee contribu-
tions or elective deferrals for the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) the 12-month period of service with the 
employer immediately prior to qualified 
military service, or 

‘‘(ii) if service with the employer is less 
than such 12-month period, the actual length 
of continuous service with the employer.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 404(a)(2) is amended by striking 

‘‘and (31)’’ and inserting ‘‘(31), and (37)’’. 
(2) Section 403(b) is amended by adding at 

the end the following new paragraph: 
‘‘(14) DEATH BENEFITS UNDER USERRA-QUALI-

FIED ACTIVE MILITARY SERVICE.—This sub-
section shall not apply to an annuity con-
tract unless such contract meets the require-
ments of section 401(a)(37).’’. 

(3) Section 457(g) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) DEATH BENEFITS UNDER USERRA-QUALI-
FIED ACTIVE MILITARY SERVICE.—A plan de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not be treated 
as an eligible deferred compensation plan un-
less such plan meets the requirements of sec-
tion 401(a)(37).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply with respect to 
deaths and disabilities occurring on or after 
January 1, 2007. 

(2) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If this subparagraph ap-
plies to any plan or contract amendment, 
such plan or contract shall be treated as 
being operated in accordance with the terms 
of the plan during the period described in 
subparagraph (B)(iii). 

(B) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH SUBPARAGRAPH 
(A) APPLIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
apply to any amendment to any plan or an-
nuity contract which is made— 

(I) pursuant to the amendments made by 
subsection (a) or pursuant to any regulation 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under subsection (a), and 

(II) on or before the last day of the first 
plan year beginning on or after January 1, 
2009. 

In the case of a governmental plan (as de-
fined in section 414(d) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986), this clause shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘‘2011’’ for ‘‘2009’’ in 
subclause (II). 

(ii) CONDITIONS.—This paragraph shall not 
apply to any amendment unless— 

(I) the plan or contract is operated as if 
such plan or contract amendment were in ef-
fect for the period described in clause (iii), 
and 

(II) such plan or contract amendment ap-
plies retroactively for such period. 

(iii) PERIOD DESCRIBED.—The period de-
scribed in this clause is the period— 

(I) beginning on the effective date specified 
by the plan, and 
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(II) ending on the date described in clause 

(i)(II) (or, if earlier, the date the plan or con-
tract amendment is adopted). 
SEC. 104. TREATMENT OF DIFFERENTIAL MILI-

TARY PAY AS WAGES. 
(a) INCOME TAX WITHHOLDING ON DIFFEREN-

TIAL WAGE PAYMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3401 (relating to 

definitions) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(h) DIFFERENTIAL WAGE PAYMENTS TO AC-
TIVE DUTY MEMBERS OF THE UNIFORMED 
SERVICES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-
section (a), any differential wage payment 
shall be treated as a payment of wages by 
the employer to the employee. 

‘‘(2) DIFFERENTIAL WAGE PAYMENT.—For 
purposes of paragraph (1), the term ‘differen-
tial wage payment’ means any payment 
which— 

‘‘(A) is made by an employer to an indi-
vidual with respect to any period during 
which the individual is performing service in 
the uniformed services (as defined in chapter 
43 of title 38, United States Code) while on 
active duty for a period of more than 30 days, 
and 

‘‘(B) represents all or a portion of the 
wages the individual would have received 
from the employer if the individual were per-
forming service for the employer.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to remu-
neration paid after December 31, 2007. 

(b) TREATMENT OF DIFFERENTIAL WAGE 
PAYMENTS FOR RETIREMENT PLAN PUR-
POSES.— 

(1) PENSION PLANS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 414(u) (relating to 

special rules relating to veterans’ reemploy-
ment rights under USERRA), as amended by 
section 103(b), is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(12) TREATMENT OF DIFFERENTIAL WAGE 
PAYMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
this paragraph, for purposes of applying this 
title to a retirement plan to which this sub-
section applies— 

‘‘(i) an individual receiving a differential 
wage payment shall be treated as an em-
ployee of the employer making the payment, 

‘‘(ii) the differential wage payment shall be 
treated as compensation, and 

‘‘(iii) the plan shall not be treated as fail-
ing to meet the requirements of any provi-
sion described in paragraph (1)(C) by reason 
of any contribution or benefit which is based 
on the differential wage payment. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR DISTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

paragraph (A)(i), for purposes of section 
401(k)(2)(B)(i)(I), 403(b)(7)(A)(ii), 403(b)(11)(A), 
or 457(d)(1)(A)(ii), an individual shall be 
treated as having been severed from employ-
ment during any period the individual is per-
forming service in the uniformed services de-
scribed in section 3401(h)(2)(A). 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION.—If an individual elects to 
receive a distribution by reason of clause (i), 
the plan shall provide that the individual 
may not make an elective deferral or em-
ployee contribution during the 6-month pe-
riod beginning on the date of the distribu-
tion. 

‘‘(C) NONDISCRIMINATION REQUIREMENT.— 
Subparagraph (A)(iii) shall apply only if all 
employees of an employer (as determined 
under subsections (b), (c), (m), and (o)) per-
forming service in the uniformed services de-
scribed in section 3401(h)(2)(A) are entitled to 
receive differential wage payments on rea-
sonably equivalent terms and, if eligible to 
participate in a retirement plan maintained 
by the employer, to make contributions 
based on the payments on reasonably equiva-
lent terms. For purposes of applying this 

subparagraph, the provisions of paragraphs 
(3), (4), and (5) of section 410(b) shall apply. 

‘‘(D) DIFFERENTIAL WAGE PAYMENT.—For 
purposes of this paragraph, the term ‘dif-
ferential wage payment’ has the meaning 
given such term by section 3401(h)(2).’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
for section 414(u) is amended by inserting 
‘‘AND TO DIFFERENTIAL WAGE PAYMENTS TO 
MEMBERS ON ACTIVE DUTY’’ after 
‘‘USERRA’’. 

(2) DIFFERENTIAL WAGE PAYMENTS TREATED 
AS COMPENSATION FOR INDIVIDUAL RETIREMENT 
PLANS.—Section 219(f)(1) (defining compensa-
tion) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new sentence: ‘‘The term com-
pensation includes any differential wage 
payment (as defined in section 3401(h)(2)).’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to years 
beginning after December 31, 2007. 

(c) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If this subsection applies 
to any plan or annuity contract amendment, 
such plan or contract shall be treated as 
being operated in accordance with the terms 
of the plan or contract during the period de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(B)(i). 

(2) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH SECTION AP-
PLIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall 
apply to any amendment to any plan or an-
nuity contract which is made— 

(i) pursuant to any amendment made by 
subsection (b)(1), and 

(ii) on or before the last day of the first 
plan year beginning on or after January 1, 
2009. 

In the case of a governmental plan (as de-
fined in section 414(d) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986), this subparagraph shall be 
applied by substituting ‘‘2011’’ for ‘‘2009’’ in 
clause (ii). 

(B) CONDITIONS.—This subsection shall not 
apply to any plan or annuity contract 
amendment unless— 

(i) during the period beginning on the date 
the amendment described in subparagraph 
(A)(i) takes effect and ending on the date de-
scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii) (or, if earlier, 
the date the plan or contract amendment is 
adopted), the plan or contract is operated as 
if such plan or contract amendment were in 
effect, and 

(ii) such plan or contract amendment ap-
plies retroactively for such period. 
SEC. 105. EXCLUSION FROM INCOME FOR BENE-

FITS PROVIDED TO VOLUNTEER 
FIREFIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY 
MEDICAL RESPONDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part III of subchapter B 
of chapter 1 (relating to items specifically 
excluded from gross income) is amended by 
inserting after section 139A the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 139B. BENEFITS PROVIDED TO VOLUNTEER 

FIREFIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY 
MEDICAL RESPONDERS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any mem-
ber of a qualified volunteer emergency re-
sponse organization, gross income shall not 
include— 

‘‘(1) any qualified State and local tax ben-
efit, and 

‘‘(2) any qualified payment. 
‘‘(b) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFITS.—In the 

case of any member of a qualified volunteer 
emergency response organization— 

‘‘(1) the deduction under 164 shall be deter-
mined with regard to any qualified State and 
local tax benefit, and 

‘‘(2) expenses paid or incurred by the tax-
payer in connection with the performance of 
services as such a member shall be taken 
into account under section 170 only to the 
extent such expenses exceed the amount of 

any qualified payment excluded from gross 
income under subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED STATE AND LOCAL TAX BEN-
EFIT.—The term ‘qualified state and local tax 
benefit’ means any reduction or rebate of a 
tax described in paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of 
section 164(a) provided by a State or political 
division thereof on account of services per-
formed as a member of a qualified volunteer 
emergency response organization. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED PAYMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified pay-

ment’ means any payment (whether reim-
bursement or otherwise) provided by a State 
or political division thereof on account of 
the performance of services as a member of 
a qualified volunteer emergency response or-
ganization. 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE DOLLAR LIMITATION.—The 
amount determined under subparagraph (A) 
for any taxable year shall not exceed $30 
multiplied by the number of months during 
such year that the taxpayer performs such 
services. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED VOLUNTEER EMERGENCY RE-
SPONSE ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘qualified 
volunteer emergency response organization’ 
means any volunteer organization— 

‘‘(A) which is organized and operated to 
provide firefighting or emergency medical 
services for persons in the State or political 
subdivision, as the case may be, and 

‘‘(B) which is required (by written agree-
ment) by the State or political subdivision 
to furnish firefighting or emergency medical 
services in such State or political subdivi-
sion.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for such part is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 139A 
the following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 139B. Benefits provided to volunteer 
firefighters and emergency 
medical responders.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 106. SPECIAL PERIOD OF LIMITATION WHEN 

UNIFORMED SERVICES RETIRED 
PAY IS REDUCED AS A RESULT OF 
AWARD OF DISABILITY COMPENSA-
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
6511 (relating to special rules applicable to 
income taxes) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(8) SPECIAL RULES WHEN UNIFORMED SERV-
ICES RETIRED PAY IS REDUCED AS A RESULT OF 
AWARD OF DISABILITY COMPENSATION.— 

‘‘(A) PERIOD OF LIMITATION ON FILING 
CLAIM.—If the claim for credit or refund re-
lates to an overpayment of tax imposed by 
subtitle A on account of— 

‘‘(i) the reduction of uniformed services re-
tired pay computed under section 1406 or 1407 
of title 10, United States Code, or 

‘‘(ii) the waiver of such pay under section 
5305 of title 38 of such Code, 

as a result of an award of compensation 
under title 38 of such Code pursuant to a de-
termination by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs, the 3-year period of limitation pre-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be extended, 
for purposes of permitting a credit or refund 
based upon the amount of such reduction or 
waiver, until the end of the 1-year period be-
ginning on the date of such determination. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION TO 5 TAXABLE YEARS.—Sub-
paragraph (A) shall not apply with respect to 
any taxable year which began more than 5 
years before the date of such determina-
tion.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to claims 
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for credit or refund filed after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) TRANSITION RULES.—In the case of a de-
termination described in paragraph (8) of 
section 6511(d) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 (as added by this section) which is 
made by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
after December 31, 2000, and before the date 
of the enactment of this Act, such para-
graph— 

(1) shall not apply with respect to any tax-
able year which began before January 1, 2001, 
and 

(2) shall be applied by substituting for ‘‘the 
date of such determination’’ in subparagraph 
(A) thereof. 
SEC. 107. DISTRIBUTIONS FROM RETIREMENT 

PLANS TO INDIVIDUALS CALLED TO 
ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (iv) of section 
72(t)(2)(G) is amended by striking ‘‘, and be-
fore December 31, 2007’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to individ-
uals ordered or called to active duty on or 
after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 108. DISCLOSURE OF RETURN INFORMA-

TION RELATING TO VETERANS PRO-
GRAMS MADE PERMANENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (D) of sec-
tion 6103(l)(7) (relating to disclosure of re-
turn information to Federal, State, and local 
agencies administering certain programs 
under the Social Security Act, the Food 
Stamp Act of 1977, or title 38, United States 
Code or certain housing assistance programs) 
is amended by striking the last sentence. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to requests 
made after September 30, 2008. 
SEC. 109. CONTRIBUTIONS OF MILITARY DEATH 

GRATUITIES TO ROTH IRAS AND 
EDUCATION SAVINGS ACCOUNTS. 

(a) PROVISION IN EFFECT BEFORE PENSION 
PROTECTION ACT.—Subsection (e) of section 
408A (relating to qualified rollover contribu-
tion), as in effect before the amendments 
made by section 824 of the Pension Protec-
tion Act of 2006, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED ROLLOVER CONTRIBUTION.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified roll-
over contribution’ means a rollover con-
tribution to a Roth IRA from another such 
account, or from an individual retirement 
plan, but only if such rollover contribution 
meets the requirements of section 408(d)(3). 
Such term includes a rollover contribution 
described in section 402A(c)(3)(A). For pur-
poses of section 408(d)(3)(B), there shall be 
disregarded any qualified rollover contribu-
tion from an individual retirement plan 
(other than a Roth IRA) to a Roth IRA. 

‘‘(2) MILITARY DEATH GRATUITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified roll-

over contribution’ includes a contribution to 
a Roth IRA maintained for the benefit of an 
individual made before the end of the 1-year 
period beginning on the date on which such 
individual receives an amount under section 
1477 of title 10, United States Code, or sec-
tion 1967 of title 38 of such Code, with respect 
to a person, to the extent that such contribu-
tion does not exceed— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts received dur-
ing such period by such individual under 
such sections with respect to such person, re-
duced by 

‘‘(ii) the amounts so received which were 
contributed to a Coverdell education savings 
account under section 530(d)(9). 

‘‘(B) ANNUAL LIMIT ON NUMBER OF ROLL-
OVERS NOT TO APPLY.—Section 408(d)(3)(B) 
shall not apply with respect to amounts 
treated as a rollover by subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION OF SECTION 72.—For pur-
poses of applying section 72 in the case of a 

distribution which is not a qualified distribu-
tion, the amount treated as a rollover by 
reason of subparagraph (A) shall be treated 
as investment in the contract.’’. 

(b) PROVISION IN EFFECT AFTER PENSION 
PROTECTION ACT.—Subsection (e) of section 
408A, as in effect after the amendments made 
by section 824 of the Pension Protection Act 
of 2006, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED ROLLOVER CONTRIBUTION.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified roll-
over contribution’ means a rollover con-
tribution— 

‘‘(A) to a Roth IRA from another such ac-
count, 

‘‘(B) from an eligible retirement plan, but 
only if— 

‘‘(i) in the case of an individual retirement 
plan, such rollover contribution meets the 
requirements of section 408(d)(3), and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of any eligible retirement 
plan (as defined in section 402(c)(8)(B) other 
than clauses (i) and (ii) thereof), such roll-
over contribution meets the requirements of 
section 402(c), 403(b)(8), or 457(e)(16), as appli-
cable. 

For purposes of section 408(d)(3)(B), there 
shall be disregarded any qualified rollover 
contribution from an individual retirement 
plan (other than a Roth IRA) to a Roth IRA. 

‘‘(2) MILITARY DEATH GRATUITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified roll-

over contribution’ includes a contribution to 
a Roth IRA maintained for the benefit of an 
individual made before the end of the 1-year 
period beginning on the date on which such 
individual receives an amount under section 
1477 of title 10, United States Code, or sec-
tion 1967 of title 38 of such Code, with respect 
to a person, to the extent that such contribu-
tion does not exceed— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts received dur-
ing such period by such individual under 
such sections with respect to such person, re-
duced by 

‘‘(ii) the amounts so received which were 
contributed to a Coverdell education savings 
account under section 530(d)(9). 

‘‘(B) ANNUAL LIMIT ON NUMBER OF ROLL-
OVERS NOT TO APPLY.—Section 408(d)(3)(B) 
shall not apply with respect to amounts 
treated as a rollover by the subparagraph 
(A). 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION OF SECTION 72.—For pur-
poses of applying section 72 in the case of a 
distribution which is not a qualified distribu-
tion, the amount treated as a rollover by 
reason of subparagraph (A) shall be treated 
as investment in the contract.’’. 

(c) EDUCATION SAVINGS ACCOUNTS.—Sub-
section (d) of section 530 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) MILITARY DEATH GRATUITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the term ‘rollover contribution’ in-
cludes a contribution to a Coverdell edu-
cation savings account made before the end 
of the 1-year period beginning on the date on 
which the contributor receives an amount 
under section 1477 of title 10, United States 
Code, or section 1967 of title 38 of such Code, 
with respect to a person, to the extent that 
such contribution does not exceed— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts received dur-
ing such period by such contributor under 
such sections with respect to such person, re-
duced by 

‘‘(ii) the amounts so received which were 
contributed to a Roth IRA under section 
408A(e)(2) or to another Coverdell education 
savings account. 

‘‘(B) ANNUAL LIMIT ON NUMBER OF ROLL-
OVERS NOT TO APPLY.—The last sentence of 
paragraph (5) shall not apply with respect to 
amounts treated as a rollover by the sub-
paragraph (A). 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION OF SECTION 72.—For pur-
poses of applying section 72 in the case of a 
distribution which is includible in gross in-
come under paragraph (1), the amount treat-
ed as a rollover by reason of subparagraph 
(A) shall be treated as investment in the con-
tract.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided by 

paragraphs (2) and (3), the amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to 
deaths from injuries occurring on or after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS TO DEATHS 
FROM INJURIES OCCURRING ON OR AFTER OCTO-
BER 7, 2001, AND BEFORE ENACTMENT.—The 
amendments made by this section shall 
apply to any contribution made pursuant to 
section 408A(e)(2) or 530(d)(5) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended by this 
Act, with respect to amounts received under 
section 1477 of title 10, United States Code, 
or under section 1967 of title 38 of such Code, 
for deaths from injuries occurring on or after 
October 7, 2001, and before the date of the en-
actment of this Act if such contribution is 
made not later than 1 year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(3) PENSION PROTECTION ACT CHANGES.—Sec-
tion 408A(e)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 (as in effect after the amendments 
made by subsection (b)) shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 110. SUSPENSION OF 5-YEAR PERIOD DUR-

ING SERVICE WITH THE PEACE 
CORPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
121 (relating to special rules) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(12) PEACE CORPS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—At the election of an in-

dividual with respect to a property, the run-
ning of the 5-year period described in sub-
sections (a) and (c)(1)(B) and paragraph (7) of 
this subsection with respect to such property 
shall be suspended during any period that 
such individual or such individual’s spouse is 
serving outside the United States— 

‘‘(i) on qualified official extended duty (as 
defined in paragraph (9)(C)) as an employee 
of the Peace Corps, or 

‘‘(ii) as an enrolled volunteer or volunteer 
leader under section 5 or 6 (as the case may 
be) of the Peace Corps Act (22 U.S.C. 2504, 
2505). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE RULES.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), rules similar to the rules 
of subparagraphs (B) and (D) shall apply.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 

TITLE II—IMPROVEMENTS IN 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 

SEC. 201. TREATMENT OF UNIFORMED SERVICE 
CASH REMUNERATION AS EARNED 
INCOME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1612(a)(1)(A) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1382a(a)(1)(A)) is amended by inserting ‘‘(and, 
in the case of cash remuneration paid for 
service as a member of a uniformed service 
(other than payments described in paragraph 
(2)(H) of this subsection or subsection 
(b)(20)), without regard to the limitations 
contained in section 209(d))’’ before the semi-
colon. 

(b) CERTAIN HOUSING PAYMENTS TREATED 
AS IN-KIND SUPPORT AND MAINTENANCE.—Sec-
tion 1612(a)(2) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
1382a(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (F); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (G) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(H) payments to or on behalf of a member 

of a uniformed service for housing of the 
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member (and his or her dependents, if any) 
on a facility of a uniformed service, includ-
ing payments provided under section 403 of 
title 37, United States Code, for housing that 
is acquired or constructed under subchapter 
IV of chapter 169 of title 10 of such Code, or 
any related provision of law, and any such 
payments shall be treated as support and 
maintenance in kind subject to subparagraph 
(A) of this paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 202. STATE ANNUITIES FOR CERTAIN VET-

ERANS TO BE DISREGARDED IN DE-
TERMINING SUPPLEMENTAL SECU-
RITY INCOME BENEFITS. 

(a) INCOME DISREGARD.—Section 1612(b) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1382a(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (22); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (23) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(24) any annuity paid by a State to the in-

dividual (or such spouse) on the basis of the 
individual’s being a veteran (as defined in 
section 101 of title 38, United States Code), 
and blind, disabled, or aged.’’. 

(b) RESOURCE DISREGARD.—Section 1613(a) 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 1382b(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (14); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (15) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (15) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(16) for the month of receipt and every 
month thereafter, any annuity paid by a 
State to the individual (or such spouse) on 
the basis of the individual’s being a veteran 
(as defined in section 101 of title 38, United 
States Code), and blind, disabled, or aged.’’. 
SEC. 203. EXCLUSION OF AMERICORPS BENEFITS 

FOR PURPOSES OF DETERMINING 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 
ELIGIBILITY AND BENEFIT 
AMOUNTS. 

Section 1612(b) of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1382a(b)), as amended by section 
202(a) of this Act, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (23), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (24), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(25) any benefit (whether cash or in-kind) 

conferred upon (or paid on behalf of) a par-
ticipant in an AmeriCorps position approved 
by the Corporation for National and Com-
munity Service under section 123 of the Na-
tional and Community Service Act of 1990 (42 
U.S.C. 12573).’’. 
SEC. 204. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendments made by this title shall 
be effective with respect to benefits payable 
for months beginning after 60 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

TITLE III—REVENUE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 301. MODIFICATION OF PENALTY FOR FAIL-

URE TO FILE PARTNERSHIP RE-
TURNS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF TIME LIMITATION.—Sub-
section (a) of section 6698 (relating to general 
rule) is amended by striking ‘‘5 months’’ and 
inserting ‘‘12 months’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN PENALTY AMOUNT.—Para-
graph (1) of section 6698(b) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$50’’ and inserting ‘‘$100’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
required to be filed after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 302. PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO FILE S COR-

PORATION RETURNS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part I of subchapter B of 

chapter 68 (relating to assessable penalties) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 

‘‘SEC. 6699. FAILURE TO FILE S CORPORATION 
RETURN. 

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—In addition to the 
penalty imposed by section 7203 (relating to 
willful failure to file return, supply informa-
tion, or pay tax), if any S corporation re-
quired to file a return under section 6037 for 
any taxable year— 

‘‘(1) fails to file such return at the time 
prescribed therefor (determined with regard 
to any extension of time for filing), or 

‘‘(2) files a return which fails to show the 
information required under section 6037, 
such S corporation shall be liable for a pen-
alty determined under subsection (b) for 
each month (or fraction thereof) during 
which such failure continues (but not to ex-
ceed 12 months), unless it is shown that such 
failure is due to reasonable cause. 

‘‘(b) AMOUNT PER MONTH.—For purposes of 
subsection (a), the amount determined under 
this subsection for any month is the product 
of— 

‘‘(1) $100, multiplied by 
‘‘(2) the number of persons who were share-

holders in the S corporation during any part 
of the taxable year. 

‘‘(c) ASSESSMENT OF PENALTY.—The pen-
alty imposed by subsection (a) shall be as-
sessed against the S corporation. 

‘‘(d) DEFICIENCY PROCEDURES NOT TO 
APPLY.—Subchapter B of chapter 63 (relating 
to deficiency procedures for income, estate, 
gift, and certain excise taxes) shall not apply 
in respect of the assessment or collection of 
any penalty imposed by subsection (a).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part I of subchapter B of chapter 
68 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item: 
‘‘Sec. 6699. Failure to file S corporation re-

turn.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to returns 
required to be filed after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 303. INCREASE IN INFORMATION RETURN 

PENALTIES. 
(a) FAILURE TO FILE CORRECT INFORMATION 

RETURNS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (a)(1), 

(b)(1)(A), and (b)(2)(A) of section 6721 are 
each amended by striking ‘‘$50’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$100’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (a)(1), (d)(1)(A), and (e)(3)(A) of sec-
tion 6721 are each amended by striking 
‘‘$250,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$600,000’’. 

(b) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION WITHIN 
30 DAYS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 6721(b)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$15’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$25’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (b)(1)(B) and (d)(1)(B) of section 6721 
are each amended by striking ‘‘$75,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$200,000’’. 

(c) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION ON OR 
BEFORE AUGUST 1.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 6721(b)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘$30’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$60’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (b)(2)(B) and (d)(1)(C) of section 6721 
are each amended by striking ‘‘$150,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$400,000’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATIONS FOR 
PERSONS WITH GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE 
THAN $5,000,000.—Paragraph (1) of section 
6721(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ in subparagraph 
(A) and inserting ‘‘$250,000’’, 

(2) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ in subparagraph 
(B) and inserting ‘‘$75,000’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘$50,000’’ in subparagraph 
(C) and inserting ‘‘$150,000’’. 

(e) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIS-
REGARD.—Paragraph (2) of section 6721(e) is 

amended by striking ‘‘$100’’ and inserting 
‘‘$250’’. 

(f) FAILURE TO FURNISH CORRECT PAYEE 
STATEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
6722 is amended by striking ‘‘$50’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$100’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (a) and (c)(2)(A) of section 6722 are 
each amended by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$600,000’’. 

(3) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIS-
REGARD.—Paragraph (1) of section 6722(c) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$100’’ and inserting 
‘‘$250’’. 

(g) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH OTHER INFOR-
MATION REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 
6723 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$50’’ and inserting ‘‘$100’’, 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$600,000’’. 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to information returns required to be filed 
on or after January 1, 2008. 
SEC. 304. INCREASE IN MINIMUM PENALTY ON 

FAILURE TO FILE A RETURN OF TAX. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 

6651 is amended by striking ‘‘$100’’ in the last 
sentence and inserting ‘‘$225’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
the due date for the filing of which (includ-
ing extensions) is after December 31, 2007. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, 
Martin Luther King said, ‘‘Everybody 
can be great because anybody can 
serve. You only need a heart full of 
grace and a soul generated by love.’’ 

Those that volunteer to serve our 
country deserve our thanks and our 
support. Members of our Armed Forces 
make tremendous sacrifices as they 
honorably perform their duties and de-
serve so much in return for their serv-
ice. 

The Heroes Earnings Assistance and 
Relief Act is an important piece of leg-
islation that would eliminate many in-
equities that presently exist in Federal 
statutes affecting those performing 
service to our country. 

The bill makes several improvements 
in the Tax Code for servicemembers 
and their families. It includes a provi-
sion to remove obstacles for Americans 
who wish to serve our Nation overseas 
through the Peace Corps by providing 
relief from capital gains taxes on the 
sale of a home. 

Additionally, the bill makes several 
important changes to the Supple-
mental Security Income program, 
known as SSI. The SSI program pro-
vides critical benefits for servicemem-
bers who are caring for a severely dis-
abled spouse or child. This bill would 
change SSI’s treatment of certain 
forms of military compensation when 
determining SSI eligibility and benefit 
amounts for military families. As a re-
sult, more military families will be 
able to benefit from this important 
safety net. This bill would remove pen-
alties that presently exist for blind, 
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disabled, and elderly veterans under 
the SSI program. 

And, finally, the bill would end the 
disparate treatment of compensation 
that is paid to some AmeriCorps volun-
teers but not to others under the SSI 
program. This modest change would 
enable disabled Americans to serve 
their country and their community de-
spite their disability. For some Ameri-
cans, AmeriCorps can provide a path-
way for the disabled to gain the skills 
to reenter the workforce. 

At this time, I would like to enter 
into the RECORD the following docu-
ments. 
STORIES OF AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES IN 

NATIONAL SERVICE 
People with disabilities volunteer for the 

same reasons that anyone else does—to give 
back to their communities, to improve their 
surroundings, and to be active and engaged 
in life. Some national service participants 
who have disabilities volunteer with organi-
zations that serve other people with disabil-
ities, while others focus their efforts on help-
ing to meet a wide range of critical commu-
nity needs. The individuals profiled here rep-
resent a small sampling of the many people 
with disabilities involved in the Corporation 
for National and Community Service’s Sen-
ior Corps, AmeriCorps, and Learn and Serve 
America programs. 

AMERICORPS*STATE AND NATIONAL 
Steve Hoad, AmeriCorps Alumnus 2001, 

AmeriCorps*VISTA Alumnus 2003 Augusta, 
Maine; disability: blind. 

Steve Hoad served with the Maine Con-
servation Corps in Augusta as a coordinator 
of volunteers on a statewide basis. The pro-
gram, called SERVE—Maine (State Environ-
mental Resource Volunteer Effort for 
Maine), identifies volunteers for outdoor or 
natural resource projects sponsored by gov-
ernment agencies or nonprofit groups. As a 
person who is blind, Steve thinks it’s impor-
tant for lots of organizations, including the 
Corporation for National and Community 
Service, to address inclusion. Steve feels his 
contributions are important for the addi-
tional reason that, in his opinion, ‘‘. . . peo-
ple with disabilities have been left on the 
sidelines and pushed into isolation by a cou-
ple of different ideas that people seem to 
have. One is that because maybe someone 
looks different or acts differently or speaks 
differently, that they’re not as smart; and 
the other is that because someone is dis-
abled, they can’t contribute anything, they 
need to be helped. Those two ideas become 
very exclusionary.’’ 

AMERICORPS*VISTA 
Dawn Facka, AmeriCorps*VISTA Alumna 

2001, Anchorage, Alaska; current location: 
Charleston, South Carolina; disability: hear-
ing impaired. 

Dawn Facka, a service-learning coordi-
nator with AmeriCorps*VISTA, advocates 
for people with disabilities and serves as a 
role model for young men and women with 
disabilities that come to serve in 
AmeriCorps Programs. In addition, she 
teaches others about the importance of in-
clusion and facilitates disability awareness 
and diversity training to AmeriCorps*NCCC 
members. She strives to create a work envi-
ronment that is welcoming and under-
standing to those individuals with disabil-
ities by advocating for community involve-
ment and supporting organizations that sup-
port and help individuals with disabilities. 
She says that ‘‘If AmeriCorps, had not 
opened the doors of opportunity to me, I 
most likely would still be ashamed and em-

barrassed of who I am and [how] society has 
labeled me. I would still be apologizing to 
people who did not tolerate or accept my 
hearing loss. I can’t begin to show my grati-
tude . . . to AmeriCorps for showing me an-
other world.’’ 

AMERICORPS*NCCC 
Joe Tierney, AmeriCorps*NCCC Alumnus 

2001 and 2002, Charleston, South Carolina; 
current location: Boston, Massachusetts; dis-
ability: traumatic brain injury. 

Joe Tierney dedicated two years of his life 
to service with Americorps*NCCC. During 
these years he tutored children, built houses, 
designed and built wheelchair ramps, sur-
veyed and mapped a historical graveyard, 
blazed trails, worked at a camp for children 
and adults with disabilities, and much more. 
Of his time there he writes, ‘‘Throughout my 
service I met some amazing individuals, 
traveled to some fascinating locations, and 
learned a variety of skills, but most impor-
tantly my service gave me the opportunity 
to recover, the ability to experience life with 
a smile. I made the decision to join 
AmeriCorps because I felt an obligation to 
give back, I understood that I was very for-
tunate to have recovered and that I would 
have never done it without the help of many 
thoughtful, committed, competent individ-
uals.’’ 

LEARN AND SERVE AMERICA 
Jared (not his real name), Learn and Serve 

America Alumnus 2002, Hampshire, Massa-
chusetts; current location: Hampshire, Mas-
sachusetts; disability: significant disabil-
ities. 

Jared (not his real name), a high school 
student with significant disabilities, partici-
pated fully in a water quality testing initia-
tive though a school-based service-learning 
project in Western Massachusetts. During 
the project, Jared spoke of all that he 
learned about water quality and the effects 
on the environment. His family and teachers 
were impressed with the project because it 
provided Jared with a meaningful experience 
to give back to his community as well as 
taught him vital life skills. His mother 
speaks of the project as being one of the few 
opportunities Jared has had to mingle with 
other students outside of special education. 

RSVP 
Dean Homerick, RSVP Volunteer, current 

location: Lexington, Ohio; disability: debili-
tating arthritis. 

Dean Homerick began service as an RSVP 
volunteer as soon as he became eligible—the 
day he turned 55. He is involved in environ-
mental issues and emergency operations. He 
volunteers regularly at the Columbus Zoo, 
participating in education programs to teach 
children about animals, as well as volun-
teering at a local nature center and at the 
Ohio Bird Sanctuary, where he edits a 
monthly newsletter. He also volunteers for 
the American Red Cross and is the volunteer 
coordinator for the Richland County Emer-
gency Operations Center, charged with alert-
ing volunteers in the event of an emergency. 

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 

The Corporation for National and Commu-
nity Service provides opportunities for 
Americans of all ages and backgrounds to 
serve their communities and country 
through three programs: Senior Corps, 
AmeriCorps, and Learn and Serve America. 
This year, more than 1.6 million individuals 
will participate in the Corporation’s pro-
grams, helping thousands of nonprofit orga-
nizations, faith- based groups, schools, and 
government agencies build their capacity to 
meet critical local needs in education, the 
environment, public safety, disaster relief, 
and other areas. Together with the USA 

Freedom Corps, the Corporation is working 
to build a culture of citizenship, service, and 
responsibility in America. 

DELAWARE MAN HONORED WITH PRESIDENT’S 
VOLUNTEER SERVICE AWARD AT NATIONAL 
DISABILITY INCLUSION AND NATIONAL SERV-
ICE CONFERENCE 

On December 9, Claude Allen, Assistant to 
the President for Domestic Policy, spoke at 
the National Disability Inclusion and Na-
tional Service Conference. At the conclusion 
of his remarks, Allen honored outstanding 
volunteer Emmanuel Jenkins with the Presi-
dent’s Volunteer Service Award. 

Jenkins, who suffers from Cerebral Palsy, 
has volunteered for nearly ten years and re-
cently graduated from his second term as an 
AmeriCorps member. His primary reason for 
participation in AmeriCorps was to help peo-
ple. Emmanuel, now 21, started volunteering 
with children when he was only 11 years old. 
He ran a computer lab for the Boys and Girls 
Club as well as a program called Ticket to 
the Future, which taught students how to 
set and attain life goals. As a junior staff 
member, he assisted with a program called 
Family Day and tutored children in math. 
Emmanuel talks about the importance of en-
couraging students and always tells them, 
‘‘You can do that because a winner never 
stops trying.’’ 

Emmanuel currently lives in Dover, Dela-
ware and volunteers with his local school 
district mentoring a local at-risk youth. His 
motivation stems from a public service an-
nouncement he saw on TV that said, ‘‘You 
can be part of the problem or part of the so-
lution.’’ He strives to be part of the solution. 
Emmanuel is also a certified motivational 
speaker and his message is to challenge oth-
ers with the quote, ‘‘When you give, you 
get!’’ 

The President’s Volunteer Service Award 
was created at the President’s direction by 
the President’s Council on Service and Civic 
Participation. The Award is available to 
youth ages 14 and under who have completed 
50 or more hours of volunteer service; to in-
dividuals 15 and older who have completed 
100 or more hours; and to families or groups 
who have completed 200 or more hours. For 
more information about the Award, please 
visit http://www.presidentialserviceawards 
.gov. 

The 2005 National Conference on Disability 
Inclusion and National Service provided a 
forum for the national service and disability 
communities to come together and identify, 
develop, and share, new innovations that en-
sure a meaningful opportunity for all Ameri-
cans to engage in volunteer service. The con-
ference, sponsored by the Corporation for 
National and Community Service, brought 
together some 350 leaders from the disability 
and national service communities across the 
country to develop strategies for engaging 
more people with disabilities in volunteering 
and service. 

I thank Mr. RANGEL for being a 
champion for those that unselfishly 
serve our Nation. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 1130 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, we cannot express 
enough the tremendous debt of grati-
tude we owe the brave men and women 
who defend our freedoms every day. It 
is with great honor that I join my col-
leagues on the House floor today and 
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help lead the debate on H.R. 3997, the 
Heroes Earnings Assistance and Relief 
Tax Act. This legislation is more than 
a simple cleanup of some of the dis-
incentives, distortions and oversights 
that have disadvantaged our active 
duty military and veterans in the Tax 
Code. 

This legislation is significant be-
cause it sends a clear message that 
even as many of our best and brightest 
are currently in harm’s way in theaters 
where they are facing hostile fire, this 
Congress is prepared to work on a bi-
partisan basis to consider every option 
and every opportunity to improve the 
lives of their families and their prede-
cessors. 

The $2.3 billion tax package which 
was reported out of the House Ways 
and Means Committee last week will 
bolster tax and Social Security bene-
fits for military servicemembers, vet-
erans and volunteers. This important 
measure will allow our active military 
men and women to benefit from the 
earned income tax credit by allowing 
them to pair their nontaxable combat 
pay with their earned income. 

H.R. 3997 will ease the financial bur-
den of losing a loved one by allowing 
survivors to put military death bene-
fits into Roth IRAs without limita-
tions. Furthermore, this legislation 
will ensure military Reservists will 
have the opportunity to make penalty- 
free withdrawals from their retirement 
plans, including 401(k) and IRA ac-
counts. If deployed, these men and 
women will be able to provide the fi-
nancial footing their families may de-
pend on during their absence. 

I am also pleased that the majority, 
in bringing this bill to the floor today, 
included in it an amendment I offered 
and withdrew in committee. I appre-
ciate the bipartisan support displayed 
on this critical issue. Specifically, my 
provision will expand Social Security 
income benefits to our aged, disabled 
and blind veterans. 

Under current law, the Social Secu-
rity Administration counts annuities 
paid by State governments to veterans 
who are blind, disabled or aged as 
earned income. As a result, veterans in 
certain States like Pennsylvania, 
which provides paralyzed vets with an 
$1,800-per-year annuity, may be denied 
Federal benefits or receive a lower 
amount than veterans in States that do 
not provide such annuities. H.R. 3997 
will correct this inequity in the law 
and ensure that annuities awarded by 
States to vets with certain disabilities 
are disregarded when determining SSI 
benefits. 

Madam Speaker, the dedication and 
bravery made by American soldiers 
have allowed us to exercise our every-
day freedoms. Many have made the ul-
timate sacrifice, and it is our duty in 
Congress to make sure that veterans 
rights and interests are protected and 
served. As many of us prepare for this 
upcoming Veterans Day, this legisla-
tion reaches our Chamber at the proper 
time and includes the right incentives 

to help our men and women in uniform. 
Overall, this legislation is a bundle of 
commonsense changes to help those 
who have contributed to the defense of 
our country and the protection of our 
freedoms. I am proud to be a supporter 
of this initiative, and I retain the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL). 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I am delighted that this bi-
partisan legislation to assist our vet-
erans is before the House today. It also 
is certainly of great assistance to our 
active duty military and Reservists 
and indeed their families. The bill we 
are considering today is the product of 
a joint hearing held last month by the 
Select Revenue Measures Sub-
committee led by myself and the Rank-
ing Member ENGLISH and the Income 
Security Subcommittee led by Chair-
man MCDERMOTT and Ranking Member 
WELLER. We heard from a number of 
veterans advocates, military families 
groups, the Social Security Adminis-
tration, Members of Congress and oth-
ers who discussed their proposals to ei-
ther enhance tax provisions or reduce 
burdens on those who serve or volun-
teer for America. 

The bill we are considering today, 
which passed out of the full committee 
last week, is a product of those delib-
erations and will go far to assist those 
serving this country, again, empha-
sizing support for their families. This 
country is fortunate that so many sol-
diers and sailors have been willing to 
sacrifice for our defense. We must re-
member, once again, that this is a 
shared sacrifice. The families of some-
one serving this country can suffer fi-
nancially, as well as emotionally, dur-
ing extended tours. Congress has a re-
sponsibility to ensure that the Tax 
Code and other income security provi-
sions do not create problems but, rath-
er, solve them for military families. 
That is exactly what this bill will 
allow us to do. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to allow Mr. 
NEAL to handle the rest of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 

Madam Speaker, at this point, I would 
like to yield 2 minutes to a leader on 
our committee, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER). 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, last month the members of 
the Ways and Means Committee heard 
compassionate testimony on several of 
the tax and benefit provisions for vet-
erans, military families and volunteers 
in the bill we are considering on the 
floor today. Several provisions amend 
the Supplemental Security Income pro-
gram that operates under the jurisdic-
tion of the Ways and Means Sub-
committee on Income Security and 
Family Support, which I have the 

privilege of serving as ranking mem-
ber. These would effectively expand eli-
gibility for and increase SSI benefit 
payments to certain military families, 
veterans and AmeriCorps participants. 
The bill also includes provisions of-
fered by my friends and colleagues, 
PHIL ENGLISH of Pennsylvania and TOM 
REYNOLDS of New York, that would en-
sure comparable treatment under the 
SSI program when it comes to State 
annuities for blind and other disabled 
veterans. 

It is important that we look for ways 
to ensure that those in the military 
and their families who make sacrifices 
receive appropriate and timely support. 
The bill before us today will provide 
more help to our veterans, to our mili-
tary families and to others who volun-
teer in service to our Nation. That is 
something I support, and I urge all my 
colleagues to join me in supporting our 
soldiers, our families and others who 
volunteer to help America by voting 
‘‘yes’’ for this legislation. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas, a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, Mr. 
DOGGETT. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, sup-
port for our troops does not begin on 
the battlefield and it must not end 
there. With approval of this legislation, 
Texas veterans will be eligible for 
below-market home loans of up to 
$325,000. Under the previous law, this 
benefit was restricted to veterans who 
had served prior to 1977. Today, we 
close the gap for the many who have 
been our heroes in the last 30 years who 
are not currently eligible. Those who 
have served to keep us safe in our 
homes deserve a chance of a home of 
their own. That is what this bill does. 

We know that Veterans Day is ap-
proaching, but every day that we enjoy 
freedom bestowed by the sacrifices of 
those in uniform is a day that we 
should honor them. It is often said that 
we should honor our vets not only with 
our words but also with our deeds. 
Well, today we expand the opportunity 
for each vet to obtain a deed for their 
home. As veterans paid the price to 
build our great democracy, we can af-
ford the price of building a foundation 
for their home ownership. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, it is now my privilege 
to yield 2 minutes to another member 
of our committee and a strong advo-
cate of the cause of veterans, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I rise in support of this bill on the 
floor today that will provide additional 
tax relief to our Nation’s veterans, es-
pecially those who are seeking to pur-
chase a home. This bill updates current 
law to ensure that veterans who served 
after 1977 can qualify for low-interest 
home loans financed by the Qualified 
Veterans Mortgage Bonds. 

Back home in Texas, this bill is going 
to enable Texas’ Veterans Land Board 
to expand its existing low-interest loan 
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program to several thousand more 
Texas veterans, several thousand, help-
ing a new generation of veterans own a 
piece of the American Dream. Our land 
commissioner, Jerry Patterson, a Ma-
rine veteran himself, does an excellent 
job supervising this program and 
reaching out to veterans. This bill is 
going to allow him, and our State, to 
help more veterans get into a home 
they can afford. My thought is for all 
the sacrifice our veterans make to de-
fend our country, it is only right that 
we help them upon their return home. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to yield 11⁄2 min-
utes to the gentleman from North Da-
kota and member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, Mr. POMEROY. 

Mr. POMEROY. This is a photograph 
of Major Alan Johnson, his wife, Tori, 
and his daughter, Megan. This beau-
tiful family suffered the tragedy of los-
ing Major Johnson in Iraq. Last winter, 
we buried Major Johnson at Arlington 
Cemetery. His widow contacted me 2 
weeks later to tell me that what had 
happened in the State of Washington is 
the pension plan there had simply 
given the money back that Alan John-
son had paid in as if he had terminated 
his employment at the time he was 
called to duty, called to deployment in 
his status as a Reserve officer. 

It brought to light a gap in the law 
that protects our deployed Reservists 
and Guardsmen. When they come back, 
this law seamlessly reintegrates them 
into the pension plan of their em-
ployer, but there was no provision if we 
tragically lose our soldiers under de-
ployment. Included in this bill is the 
HEROES Act, introduced by DOC 
HASTINGS and myself, that allows for 
survivor benefits to be paid in this sit-
uation. It is a very important addition. 
It is terribly important that survivors 
of our soldiers who paid the ultimate 
price have survivors benefits under the 
pension. This law will afford that. 

Madam Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD a letter to this effect from Mrs. 
Tori Johnson. 

NOVEMBER 5, 2007. 
Hon. CHARLES RANGEL, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 

Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN RANGEL: I am writing to 
thank you for introducing the Heroes Earn-
ings Assistance and Relief Tax (HEART) Act, 
H.R. 3997. Your bill makes many important 
changes to the tax law that will be of great 
help to the men and women who serve in the 
Reserve and the National Guard and their 
families. 

My husband, Major Alan R. Johnson, who 
was killed in Iraq earlier this year, was a 
public servant both in the Reserve and in his 
full time job. In his civilian life, he worked 
for fifteen years with the Yakima County 
Department of Corrections. We were a team. 
He was a strong leader and he depended on 
the strength of his family. We needed to be 
strong so he did not need to worry about us 
when he was serving his county in the Re-
serves. 

Dealing with the problems and technical-
ities our family had to face after we learned 
that Alan was killed has not been easy. My 
husband was 44 and we were planning on his 

retirement for our future. Because his em-
ployer considered Alan as an employee who 
had voluntarily terminated when he left for 
his deployment, the survivor benefit under 
his pension that we would be paid was less 
than the amount we would have received if 
he was still an active employee. When I 
asked why, I found out that in order to have 
his pension protected under existing law he 
had to return to work. 

The HEART Act corrects the gap in the 
Uniform Services Employment and Reem-
ployment Right Act’s pension protections for 
survivors of National Guard and Reserve sol-
diers who are killed in action and can not re-
turn to work. Our Guard and Reservists 
should know that the families that they 
leave behind will be able to rely on the sur-
vivor benefits that they have earned in their 
civilian employment. 

Over 81,000 Reservist and National Guard 
members have responded to our Nation’s call 
to duty. They believe in our country and are 
willing to make that ultimate sacrifice. 
When they cannot return to their former 
jobs your bill will make sure that their fami-
lies will get the full survivor benefits that 
they earned from their jobs at home. 

Again, I thank you for your leadership and 
that of Congressman Pomeroy and Congress-
man Hastings in making sure that the coun-
try that Reservists, like my husband, have 
sacrificed everything for will take care of 
their families. I hope that your bill, H.R. 
3997, will become law soon. 

Sincerely, 
VICTORIA C. JOHNSON. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, may I inquire how 
much time is remaining on both sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 141⁄2 
minutes remaining. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts has 131⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, at this point, it would 
be my honor to yield 4 minutes to a 
leader in our committee who made a 
seminal contribution to the SSI com-
ponent of this legislation, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. REY-
NOLDS). 

(Mr. REYNOLDS asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

I want to thank both Chairman RAN-
GEL and Ranking Member MCCRERY, as 
well as Chairman NEAL and Chairman 
MCDERMOTT and Ranking Members 
ENGLISH and WELLER, for their out-
standing leadership in crafting this leg-
islation. 

Madam Speaker, we come together 
today not as Democrats and Repub-
licans but as Americans. We are united 
in our respect for those who wear the 
uniform of the United States armed 
services. We are united in our desire to 
ensure that Federal programs within 
the Ways and Means Committee’s juris-
diction, from the Tax Code to the SSI 
program, work effectively for members 
of the military, veterans, first respond-
ers and their families. I strongly urge 
the passage of this legislation. 

I would like to highlight two specific 
provisions in the bill that have been of 
particular interest to me during my 
time in Congress. The first provision, 

section 202, is modeled on legislation, 
the Blind Veterans Fairness Act, that I 
first introduced in the year 2000. My 
legislation would correct a problem in 
the Federal SSI rules that affects blind 
veterans in four States, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania and Massachu-
setts, that provide these veterans mod-
est annuities in recognition of the sub-
stantial sacrifice they have made in 
service to our country. 

Regrettably, under current Federal 
law, these State annuities actually re-
duce any SSI payments for which blind 
veterans would otherwise be eligible. 
As we heard from Michelle LaRock of 
New York’s Division of Veterans’ Af-
fairs at our Ways and Means Com-
mittee hearing 3 weeks ago, this quirk 
in the Federal SSI rules creates a hard-
ship not only for the affected veterans 
themselves, but for the States that ad-
minister these annuity programs as 
well. 

As in years past, the bill I have intro-
duced in the 110th Congress, H.R. 649, 
has enjoyed bipartisan support. It has 
been strongly endorsed by the Blinded 
Veterans Association. I would also like 
to publicly thank Chairman RANGEL, 
not just the Chair of our committee 
but the dean of my State’s congres-
sional delegation, for his cosponsorship 
of prior versions of this bill, and I look 
forward to working closely with him to 
see the proposal finally enacted into 
law. 

Let me turn briefly to a separate pro-
vision, section 107 of the bill, which 
will permanently allow penalty-free 
withdrawals from IRAs, 401(k)’s and 
other retirement funds for Reservists 
and National Guardsmen called to ac-
tive duty. As we all know, when 
Guardsmen and Reservists are called 
up, they often face significant reduc-
tions in pay compared to their civilian 
salaries, putting an economic strain on 
their families. 

To lessen this economic hardship, 
many of them chose to draw down on 
their retirement funds. Unfortunately, 
under prior law, they faced a 10 percent 
early withdrawal tax when they did so, 
and they faced restrictions on making 
repayments to their retirement funds 
upon returning from active duty. 

b 1145 

Last year’s Pension Protection Act 
provided relief from this penalty tax 
and permitted unlimited repayments 
within 2 years after leaving active 
duty, but only for Guardsmen or Re-
servists called to active duty before 
December 31, 2007. 

To ensure that this important relief 
remains available on a permanent basis 
going forward, I introduced H.R. 867, 
the Guardsmen and Reservist Tax Fair-
ness Act, on February 7 of this year. 
This legislation has also attracted a bi-
partisan group of cosponsors, as well as 
endorsements from several leading vet-
eran service organizations. I look for-
ward to seeing these commonsense 
changes enacted into law over the com-
ing weeks. 
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I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

BLINDED VETERANS ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, February 9, 2007. 

Hon. THOMAS REYNOLDS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE REYNOLDS: On be-
half of the Blinded Veterans Association 
(BVA), the only congressionally chartered 
Veterans Service Organization exclusively 
dedicated to serving the needs of our Na-
tion’s blinded veterans and their families we 
commend you for the introduction of H.R. 
649 ‘‘Blind Veterans Fairness Act.’’ BVA is 
grateful to you for sponsoring this bill for 
those blind veterans who have their state an-
nuities counted against the income levels by 
Social Security. Cornell University Dis-
ability Statistics research has found that the 
poverty rates for the disabled working age 
population in 2004, ages 21–64, has risen to 
3.33 times the rate of poverty for the non-dis-
abled population. They also found that the 
poverty rate for those with a sensory dis-
ability in this age group was 24.6% in 2005 as 
compared to 9.3% for the non-disability pop-
ulation. 

These annuities from the states are clearly 
meant as a ‘‘gift’’ to help prevent these vet-
erans from falling into these terrible statis-
tics and in appreciation for their service to 
our nation. BVA appreciates that you not 
only understand this issue, but are willing to 
take action to correct the problems blinded 
veterans have had with these annuities from 
some states being provided to them. These 
should not be considered additional income 
by Social Security, but instead a special dis-
ability benefit for their service to our grate-
ful nation. This penalty should be removed 
and the annuities excluded from all income 
for purposes of SSI for purposes of pension 
benefits. 

BVA strongly supports H.R. 649, and we ap-
preciate all your strong efforts in regards to 
this issue for blinded veterans. 

Sincerely, 
THOMAS ZAMPIERI, 

Director, Government Relations. 

MILITARY OFFICERS 
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA, 

Alexandria, VA, March 29, 2007. 
Representative TOM REYNOLDS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE REYNOLDS: I am 
writing on behalf of the 362,000 members of 
the Military Officers Association of America 
(MOAA) to thank you for your leadership in 
sponsoring H.R. 867, the Guardsmen and Re-
servists’ Tax Fairness Act of 2007. 

Your bill would make permanent a provi-
sion in law for reservists to make penalty- 
free withdrawals from IRAs, 401ks and simi-
lar retirement funds while they are on active 
duty of at least 6 months. It would also per-
mit them to make unlimited repayments to 
their retirement plans within two years after 
leaving active duty. The existing authority 
will sunset on December 31, 2007. 

Under our nation’s ‘‘operational reserve’’ 
policy, National Guard and Reserve forces 
are integrated in all military missions 
worldwide and are expected to serve on ac-
tive duty tours one year out of every five or 
six years. This policy is expected to remain 
in place for the indefinite future. While 
Guard and Reserve retention remains strong, 
it is unrealistic to expect that families and 
employers can be expected to remain com-
mitted to reserve service for the long term 
without additional support from Congress. 
One simple way to help Guard and Reserve 
service men and women is to allow them to 
withdraw funds from their civilian retire-
ment plans during an activation and to 

repay those accounts on an unlimited basis 
following deactivation for up to two years. 
Making the existing authority permanent 
will help reserve families make ends meet, 
support their future financial security, and 
reduce the enormous stress and strain they 
endure in service to our nation. 

MOAA strongly endorses H.R. 867 and we 
pledge our full support for its early enact-
ment. 

Thank you for your leadership! 
Sincerely, 

NORBERT R. RYAN, Jr., 
President. 

ASSOCIATION OF THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 

Arlington, VA, February 12, 2007. 
Hon. TOM REYNOLDS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. REYNOLDS: On behalf of the more 
than 100,000 members of the Association of 
the United States Army, I write to thank 
you for your leadership in sponsoring H.R. 
867, the Guardsmen and Reservists’ Tax Fair-
ness Act of 2007. This bill would make perma-
nent a provision in law for reservists to 
make penalty-free withdrawals from IRAs, 
401-ks, and similar retirement funds while 
they are on active duty for at least 6 months. 
It would also permit them to make unlim-
ited repayments to their retirement plans 
within two years after leaving active duty. 
The existing authority authorizing these 
provisions will end on 31 December 2007. 

Under our nation’s ‘‘operational reserve’’ 
policy, National Guard and Reserve forces 
are integrated in all military missions 
worldwide and are expected to serve on ac-
tive duty tours one year out of every five or 
six years. This policy is expected to remain 
in place for the indefinite future. While 
Guard and Reserve retention remains strong, 
it is unrealistic to expect that families and 
employers will remain committed to reserve 
service for the long term without additional 
support from Congress. 

Making the existing authority permanent 
will help Reserve Component families make 
ends meet, support their future financial se-
curity, and reduce the enormous stress and 
strain they endure serving our nation. 

The Association of the United States Army 
strongly endorses H.R. 867, and we pledge our 
full support for its early enactment. 

Sincerely, 
GORDON R. SULLIVAN, 
General, USA, Retired, 

President. 

NAVAL RESERVE ASSOCIATION, 
Alexandria, VA, February 12, 2007. 

Hon. THOMAS M. REYNOLDS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN REYNOLDS: I am writ-
ing on behalf of the membership of the Naval 
Reserve Association to thank you for your 
leadership in sponsoring H.R. 867, the 
Guardsmen and Reservists’ Tax Fairness Act 
of 2007. Your bill would make permanent a 
provision in law for reservists to make pen-
alty-free withdrawals from IRAs, 401ks and 
similar retirement funds while they are on 
active duty of at least 6 months. It would 
also permit them to make unlimited repay-
ments to their retirement plans within two 
years after leaving active duty. The existing 
authority will sunset on December 31, 2007. 

Under our nation’s ‘‘operational reserve’’ 
policy, National Guard and Reserve forces 
are integrated in all military missions 
worldwide and are expected to serve on ac-
tive duty tours one year out of every five or 
six years. This policy is expected to remain 
in place for the indefinite future. While 
Guard and Reserve retention remains strong, 

it is unrealistic to assume that families and 
employers can be expected to remain com-
mitted to reserve service for the long term 
without additional support from Congress. 

One simple way to help Guard and Reserve 
service men and women is to allow them to 
withdraw funds from their civilian retire-
ment plans during an activation and to 
repay those accounts on an unlimited basis 
following deactivation for up to two years. 
Making the existing authority permanent 
will help reserve families make ends meet, 
support their future financial security, and 
reduce the enormous stress and strain they 
endure in service to our nation. 

The Naval Reserve Association strongly 
endorses H.R. 867, and we pledge our full sup-
port for its early enactment. 

Sincerely, 
C. WILLIAMS COANE, 

RADM, USNR (Ret), 
Executive Director. 

ENLISTED ASSOCIATION 
OF THE NATIONAL GUARD, 

Alexandria, VA, February 12, 2007. 
Hon. TOM REYNOLDS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

The Enlisted Association of the National 
Guard of the United States (EANGUS) is the 
only military service association that rep-
resents the interests of every enlisted soldier 
and airmen in the Army and Air National 
Guard. With a constituency base of over 
414,000 soldiers and airmen, their families, 
and a large retiree membership, EANGUS en-
gages Capitol Hill on behalf of courageous 
Guard persons across this nation. 

On behalf of EANGUS, and the soldiers and 
airmen it represents, I am writing on behalf 
of our membership to thank you for your 
leadership in sponsoring H.R. 867, the 
Guardsmen and Reservists’ Tax Fairness Act 
of 2007. Your bill would make permanent a 
provision in law for reservists to make pen-
alty-free withdrawals from IRA, 401k and 
similar retirement funds while they are on 
active duty of at least 6 months. It would 
also permit them to make unlimited repay-
ments to their retirement plans within two 
years after leaving active duty. The existing 
authority will sunset on December 31, 2007. 

Under our nation’s ‘‘operational reserve’’ 
policy, National Guard and Reserve forces 
are integrated in all military missions 
worldwide and are expected to serve on ac-
tive duty tours one year out of every five or 
six years. This policy is expected to remain 
in place for the indefinite future. While 
Guard and Reserve retention remains strong, 
it is unrealistic to expect that families and 
employers can be expected to remain com-
mitted to reserve service for the long term 
without additional support from Congress. 
One simple way to help Guard and Reserve 
service men and women is to allow them to 
withdraw funds from their civilian retire-
ment plans during activation and to repay 
those accounts on an unlimited basis fol-
lowing deactivation for up to two years. 
Making the existing authority permanent 
will help reserve families make ends meet, 
support their future financial security, and 
reduce the enormous stress and strain they 
endure in service to our nation. 

EANGUS strongly endorses H.R. 867 and we 
pledge our full support for its early enact-
ment. 

Working for America’s Best! 
MICHAEL P. CLINE, 

Executive Director. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, at this time I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. LARSON), a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee. 
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(Mr. LARSON of Connecticut asked 

and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I want to extend as well and 
compliment Chairman RANGEL, Chair-
man MCDERMOTT, and especially Chair-
man NEAL, for the timely manner in 
which they have handled very impor-
tant legislation that addresses vet-
erans, but specifically to Mr. NEAL be-
cause it was not lost on him in this 
piece of legislation that we also needed 
to address an important segment of our 
society, our volunteer firefighters. 

It wasn’t lost on Mr. NEAL that vol-
unteer firefighters protect approxi-
mately 38 percent of America’s popu-
lation and more than 70 percent of our 
land. It wasn’t lost on Mr. NEAL that 
volunteer firefighters save taxpayers 
nearly $37 billion annually with their 
efforts. 

Two-thirds of the 1.2 million fire-
fighters in this country are in fact vol-
unteers. More importantly, it wasn’t 
lost on anyone in this body that it 
wasn’t the FBI, the CIA or the Depart-
ment of Defense, it was our front line 
defenders, first responders that were 
there at the World Trade Center, at the 
Pentagon and in the fields of Pennsyl-
vania. It’s to them, of course, that we 
owe this debt of gratitude. 

It was lost, however, on the IRS that 
when States like mine in Connecticut 
moved to provide a rebate on their 
local property taxes, that they sought 
to tax it and make it ordinary income 
on behalf of these brave volunteers. 
This legislation corrects that. I want 
to commend the Mitchell brothers, 
both John and Billy, from South Wind-
sor, Connecticut, John McAuliffe of 
Whethersfield, and Chief Phil Crombie, 
who are the genesis of this idea and 
concept and brought it to my atten-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I again thank Chair-
man NEAL for making it all happen. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, it is now my privilege 
to yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. JONES), a 
strong advocate of the cause of vet-
erans. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, first, I would like to 
thank Chairman RANGEL and Ranking 
Member MCCRERY for including H.R. 
418 into the Heroes Earnings Assist-
ance and Relief Tax Act of 2007. For 
several years I have tried to get this 
measure to the House floor. So thank 
you, Mr. NEAL, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and 
Mr. ENGLISH. 

H.R. 418 is a bill that would permit 
military families who receive the death 
gratuity to invest the full amount into 
certain tax-favored accounts. As you 
may know, a death gratuity is a 
$100,000 payment paid to survivors of 
servicemembers whose death resulted 
from combat-related circumstances. 
Current tax law limits the amount that 
recipients of the death gratuity can 
place in tax-preferred accounts, such as 
a Roth IRA or a Coverdell Educational 

Savings Account. This legislation 
would change that to allow recipients 
to contribute up to the full amount of 
the gratuity payment to any of those 
two accounts. 

As the families of our fallen heroes 
try to put their lives back together, 
they need help. The death of a loved 
one is difficult enough, without having 
to worry about saving the death gra-
tuity to pay for retirement, college or 
other expenses and then have the gov-
ernment come in and tax the interest 
on that savings. 

Madam Speaker, the need for this as-
sistance was brought to my attention 
by Captain Michael Ceres, a con-
stituent stationed at Marine Corps Air 
Station New River. Captain Ceres, who 
just returned from serving in Iraq and 
will soon be redeployed, contacted my 
office and suggested that Congress in-
stitute this change to ease the burden 
on grieving military families. We owe 
it to our fallen military heroes to ex-
pand the options to the families who 
receive the death gratuity, families 
who have paid the ultimate cost with 
the loss of their loved one. 

Today, I call on all my colleagues in 
the House to support this major piece 
of legislation, known as the Heroes 
Earnings Assistance and Relief Tax Act 
of 2007. With that, I want to thank the 
leadership on the Democratic side, the 
leadership on the Republican side for 
this comprehensive bill to help our 
military and their families. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER), a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy 
in recognizing me and in working with 
us. 

For over 60 years, Oregonians have 
provided a benefit to our returning vet-
erans of home loans that were below 
market rate to be able to help them re-
establish themselves in the community 
and as a small gesture of our apprecia-
tion for their sacrifice. Unfortunately, 
with the recent flood of returning vet-
erans from Iraq and Afghanistan, we 
found that that program has been 
stretched to the limit and we were 
faced with denying them access. 

Working with Mr. NEAL, Chairman 
RANGEL, the committee and sub-
committee, we were able to make an 
important adjustment, a 400 percent in-
crease in the loan cap, so that we will 
be able to fully meet the needs of re-
turning Oregon veterans, and along the 
way it will help people in Alaska, Wis-
consin, Texas, and California. In this 
time of uncertainty in the housing 
market, giving these important loans 
to our veterans is an important ges-
ture. I appreciate the work that the 
committee has done to make this a re-
ality. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, it is now my privilege 
to yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), a 

true advocate of the veterans, as well 
as all of the military facilities in his 
district. 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. I thank the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania for rec-
ognizing me. 

This, as you can hear, is an impor-
tant piece of legislation that is widely 
supported and praised here on the 
House floor today, but I am dis-
appointed that the majority in the 
committee rejected an amendment 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. ENGLISH) offered. 

This amendment was a common-
sense, bipartisan fix to the Tax Code to 
prevent lower-income military per-
sonnel and their families from being 
discriminated against when applying to 
live in affordable housing built under 
the Low Income Housing Tax Credit 
Program. 

A number of military installations 
across the country are experiencing 
housing shortages as a result of the 
2005 BRAC. One of those facilities, Fort 
Riley, an Army post located in the 
State of Kansas, is nearly doubling in 
size and is now seeing an influx of 
30,000 soldiers, civilian workers, and 
others. 

When the new soldiers live off base, 
they receive a military housing allow-
ance from the government that they 
use for payment of rent. Though the 
Tax Code does not treat the housing al-
lowance as taxable income, it is consid-
ered income when determining a mili-
tary family’s eligibility to live in fa-
cilities financed with low-income hous-
ing tax credits. The result is that some 
servicemembers, particularly our en-
listed men and women, are considered 
to earn too much income and are thus 
disqualified from living in affordable 
housing. 

However, comparatively low-income 
civilians receiving section 8 housing 
vouchers from the Federal Government 
are more likely to qualify for this 
housing. This is because, unlike the 
military housing subsidy, the Tax Code 
exempts section 8 assistance from 
being considered income. 

Our Nation’s military families de-
serve access to safe, decent, and afford-
able housing; and they should be given 
a fair opportunity to qualify for it. The 
House acted in May to exempt military 
housing allowance from income eligi-
bility requirements when qualifying 
for the Head Start program. The 
USDA’s WIC nutrition program for 
Women, Infants and Children also pro-
vides for this exemption. Unfortu-
nately, the discrimination persists 
when military families apply to live in 
affordable housing and enlisted 
servicemembers and their families con-
tinue to be treated unfairly in commu-
nities across the country. 

I had hoped to offer amendment here 
today on the House floor to address 
this issue, but the procedure by which 
this bill is brought to the floor does 
not allow me that opportunity. I would 
urge and encourage my colleagues to 
join me in cosponsoring H.R. 1481, The 
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Military Access to Housing Act, to cor-
rect this inequality, and to encourage 
the leadership of this House to bring 
this measure to the floor for a vote. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PASCRELL), also a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee. 

(Mr. PASCRELL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in strong support of H.R. 
3997, and I want to commend Chairman 
RANGEL, Congressman NEAL, and Con-
gressman ENGLISH for their persist-
ence. 

Tax changes, if done wrong, can exac-
erbate existing inequalities, hurt our 
moral fabric, and slow the economy; so 
I am glad today with this bill we will 
take up a tax measure that is not 
geared towards increasing the fortunes 
of the already fortunate, but instead 
we will provide a measure of relief for 
those brave men and women serving in 
the military and as first responders. 

In particular, I am glad to see that 
this bill excludes from income certain 
reimbursable expenses incurred in the 
line of duty by volunteer firefighters; 
and I commend my friend, Congress-
man LARSON from Connecticut, who 
has worked on this issue for some time. 

I am truly heartened we are perma-
nently extending combat pay in the 
calculations of the earned income tax 
credit. Recent law allowed members of 
the Armed Forces to exclude combat 
pay, which is generally nontaxable, for 
purposes of computing the earned in-
come credit. But this will only last 
through the 2006 tax year. Many of us 
have worked for some time to make 
this proposal permanent. I am tremen-
dously pleased that this provision has 
made it into the broader package that 
we are discussing today. There is no 
reason a member of the Armed Forces 
should lose their earned income tax 
credit when they are mobilized serving 
their country. 

Again, I thank the chairman and I 
thank Mr. NEAL and Mr. ENGLISH for 
their work and diligence on this crit-
ical issue. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY), a 
distinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Ms. BERKLEY. Madam Speaker, as 
Veterans Day approaches, the timing 
could not be more appropriate for Con-
gress to be considering the HEART 
Act. This legislation will help veterans 
and their families, and it will also show 
them that their fellow citizens appre-
ciate their service and honor their sac-
rifices for our country. 

Nevada has one of the fastest grow-
ing veterans populations in the coun-
try, and I have seen firsthand the eco-
nomic hardship that extended military 

deployment in Iraq and Afghanistan 
have caused. The HEART Act will 
allow more families to qualify for the 
earned income tax credit or to make 
penalty-free withdrawals from retire-
ment plans in time of true economic 
need to help ease the burden of deploy-
ment. 

Nevada has suffered 59 deaths during 
the global war on terror, including 46 
in Iraq. I support the provisions of this 
bill that will allow the spouses of those 
who sacrificed their lives to be better 
able to plan for their futures and those 
of their children. 

As a member of both the Ways and 
Means Committee and the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, I strongly support 
this bill. I urge my colleagues to vote 
for this bipartisan legislation. 

b 1200 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I yield Mr. ALTMIRE from 
Pennsylvania, a good friend of the vet-
eran, 1 minute. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the chairman 
for including in this bill legislation I 
introduced to assist our brave men and 
women in uniform. 

My bill, H.R. 3827, the Active Duty 
Military Tax Relief Act, ensures that 
active duty military personnel will be 
able to treat combat pay as earned in-
come when computing the earned in-
come tax credit. 

My bill also allows Reservists called 
to active duty to make penalty-free 
withdrawals from their retirement 
plans. And servicemembers who receive 
differential pay from their civilian em-
ployer will be able to contribute those 
wages to their retirement plan. 

Finally, family members of those 
killed in the line of duty will be able to 
contribute up to $100,000 of the mili-
tary death gratuity into tax-favored 
accounts, such as Roth IRAs and edu-
cation savings accounts. 

I thank the chairman for working 
with me to ensure that all of these pro-
visions from my bill have been in-
cluded in full in this legislation which 
I strongly support. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, I recognize a great friend of 
the veteran, the gentlewoman from 
Kansas (Mrs. BOYDA) for 1 minute. 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Madam 
Speaker, unless we act now, over 
150,000 of our American troops and 
their families will pay sharply higher 
taxes. Unless Congress extends the 
military eligibility for the earned in-
come tax credit, we will, through inac-
tion, slash the EITC for hundreds of 
thousands of troops. It would be a tax 
borne solely by our soldiers and our 
military families. We call it a soldier 
tax. 

Our military continues to serve our 
country with honor and distinction. 
The last thing we need is for our sol-
diers and their families to have to 
worry about paying higher taxes next 
year. That is why I authored the Tax 
Relief for Armed Combat Families Act 
for 2007. It will permanently end the 

soldier tax. Our military families 
should not have to worry from year to 
year what funds are going to be avail-
able to take care of their families. 

I thank Chairman RANGEL and Chair-
man NEAL for working my language 
into today’s legislation, and I call on 
my colleagues to pass this important 
legislation. Let’s permanently end the 
soldier tax. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Ms. GIFFORDS), a friend of the 
veteran. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of tax cuts for 
true American heroes: our combat 
troops, our veterans, and our fire-
fighters. 

Last month I introduced H.R. 3808, 
the Combat Troops Tax Relief Act. I 
am very pleased that the first provi-
sion in the HEART Act is taken from 
my tax bill. 

This bill honors the patriotic com-
mitment of military families such as 
the Heberts in southern Arizona. Army 
Specialist Adam Hebert is currently 
serving at Fort Huachuca. He is mar-
ried with two children, and soon will be 
deployed abroad for combat service. 
This bill will give the Heberts concrete 
tax relief. It will permanently protect 
their eligibility for the Earned Income 
Tax Credit. 

In southern Arizona and across the 
United States, we must honor our he-
roes with true tax relief. I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
join with me to pass H.R. 3997, the 
HEART Act. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to recognize the 
gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
DAVIS), a good friend of the American 
veteran as well, for 1 minute. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to thank my colleagues from 
the Ways and Means Committee for in-
cluding provisions from H.R. 337 and 
H.R. 551 in the HEART Act. These are 
two important bills that I have been 
championing since I came to Congress. 

The first bill addresses a glitch in the 
SSI program. Because eligibility for 
SSI benefits is based on a family’s in-
come, military families lose benefits 
when additional pay is added to their 
income. A military family struggling 
to make ends meet loses benefits for 
their children if they receive jump pay, 
hazardous duty pay or a number of 
other pays considered ‘‘unearned in-
come.’’ I think I speak for my col-
leagues when I say these pays are not 
unearned but hard earned. 

The second bill addresses qualified 
veterans mortgage bonds. And as a Cal-
ifornian, I join with other colleagues in 
the desire to provide veterans who 
signed up for service after 1977 with a 
better opportunity to achieve home-
ownership. Why should a veteran who 
served in Iraq be treated any dif-
ferently than somebody who signed up 
before 1977? Correcting this flaw in cur-
rent law will allow those returning 
from Iraq and Afghanistan to have 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:41 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06NO7.034 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H12763 November 6, 2007 
great opportunities towards owning a 
home in California’s high-cost real es-
tate market. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FARR), a 
friend of the American veteran as well. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to thank the leadership of the Ways 
and Means Committee and the mem-
bers because I think this bill takes a 
commonsense approach of having, as 
you have heard, the stories told about 
people who have had problems that just 
don’t make sense. This is sort of fix the 
dumb-dumb in the tax law, and that is 
what this bill does for military vet-
erans, volunteer firefighters, and eligi-
ble Peace Corps volunteers and others. 

I am pleased that the committee in-
cluded my legislation I authorized to 
provide tax relief for thousands of mili-
tary retirees whose VA disability 
claims have been delayed by dysfunc-
tional VA claims backlog. 

The issue was brought to my atten-
tion by a constituent, Michael St. Ger-
main, whose VA claim took over 8 
years to process. Imagine, 8 years to 
process one VA claim. I am proud in 
the MilCon-VA appropriations bill that 
we have appropriated $124 million to 
provide 1,800 new claims processors to 
work on the 400,000 backlog of claims. I 
thank the committee for extending for 
another 2 years the claims adjustment. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, may I inquire of the other 
gentleman, does he have just one more 
speaker? 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. I believe 
we have concluded the speakers who 
have asked for time on our side. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

In conclusion, I believe the case has 
been made compellingly that this legis-
lation consists of many components, 
but they have been developed within 
the Ways and Means Committee as a 
benefit for our veterans and our active 
duty military. 

I don’t believe there is a great con-
troversy here. What I do believe is 
there is a lesson. When Republicans 
and Democrats work together on a bi-
partisan basis, when they put aside po-
litical posturing, when they put aside 
ideological poses, when they insist on 
procedural fairness, then I think we 
can find common ground to move for-
ward on things that are genuinely im-
portant. 

I want to particularly credit the 
chairman of our committee, Mr. RAN-
GEL, and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, the chairman of our Select 
Revenue Subcommittee, for having 
moved this legislation forward and 
having set a very high standard. And I 
would like to take credit for the fact 
that there has been substantial Repub-
lican participation in the development 
of this bill. 

This bill, I think, is important to 
move forward now, but not only for 
what it consists of, but for what it 
symbolizes, and that is what this 
Chamber can achieve when both parties 
work together. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 3997, as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SERRANO). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

First of all, I thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) for 
the usual courtesy that he extends to 
all Members of this body, and particu-
larly those of us who are on the Ways 
and Means Committee. I also wish to 
acknowledge Chairman RANGEL and 
Mr. MCCRERY who worked to accommo-
date suggestions from several Members 
of the House. We thank those Members, 
both Republicans and Democrats, for 
generating many of the good ideas con-
tained in this bipartisan bill. 

Let me describe some of the provi-
sions in this bill. The bill makes per-
manent the current provision waiving 
the 10 percent withdrawal penalty for 
those called up to active duty who need 
to tap into retirement accounts. 

The bill allows families to roll over 
amounts received as death gratuity 
benefits into Roth IRAs or education 
savings accounts. 

The bill makes a number of changes 
related to supplemental security in-
come or SSI eligibility and military 
service. 

And the bill makes permanent the 
special rule treating combat pay as 
earned income for the purposes of the 
earned income tax credit, or EITC. 

The bill also provides a number of 
changes to allow employers the flexi-
bility to extend benefits to workers 
called up to duty and will expand cer-
tain provisions that provide mortgage 
assistance to veterans through quali-
fied bond programs. 

The bill also includes incentives for 
those who volunteer their services 
Stateside, such as firefighters and 
emergency responders. 

And for those who had an oppor-
tunity to attend our hearing and listen 
to the moving testimony by the widow 
of a Reservist whose pension was cut in 
half because he did not ‘‘return to 
work’’ after being killed in action, you 
will be pleased to know, as all Members 
of the body will, that this bill we are 
considering today fixes that problem 
for good. 

The British leader Benjamin Disraeli 
noted, ‘‘The legacy of heroes is the 
memory of a great name and the inher-

itance of a great example.’’ Let us set 
our own example today of a Congress 
that responds to families in need. Let 
us show our heroes and their families 
that we acknowledge and appreciate 
their service. 

Not only do I encourage support for 
this bipartisan bill, I want to reiterate 
what was stated a few moments ago by 
my friend, Mr. ENGLISH. This is a very 
firm example of what happens in this 
House of Representatives when Mem-
bers put aside differences and proceed 
with the common principle that Amer-
ican veterans deserve help. So let us 
show our support for this legislation. I 
urge adoption of this bill. 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of H.R. 3997, the Heroes Earn-
ings Assistance and Relief Tax, HEART Act of 
2007. This bill provides a number of much- 
needed and deserved tax benefits to members 
of the military, their families, and veterans. 
Specifically, I am proud that the Qualified Vet-
erans’ Mortgage Bonds, QVMB, program, 
which impacts my home State of Wisconsin, 
was renewed and reformed so that the dream 
of home-ownership will continue to be a reality 
for thousands of veterans. 

Under the HEART Act, the QVMB program 
will be expanded to allow $100 million annu-
ally in tax-exempt bonding for the Wisconsin 
Department of Veterans Affairs, WDVA, State 
veterans home loan program—enough funding 
to aid about 600 State veterans in obtaining 
low-interest rate home loans. This program is 
more important now than ever before with the 
ongoing credit crisis in this country, and I am 
proud we were able to expand this crucial pro-
gram, In Wisconsin alone, the WDVA has 
made over 54,000 home loans to veterans 
through this program. 

Our military servicemen and women have 
sacrificed a great deal to protect the freedoms 
that we so deeply cherish in this country. Their 
sacrifices and extended tours of duty in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, however, have placed great-
er economic hardships on their families here 
at home. The bill before us today will help al-
leviate some of those hardships by giving mili-
tary families much needed and deserved tax 
relief and making permanent some of the tem-
porary provisions that Congress has pre-
viously enacted. 

The HEART Act is one simple but significant 
way we can thank our troops for their service 
to our country. I thank Chairman RANGEL and 
Ranking Member MCCRERY for their bipartisan 
leadership on this legislation and I urge my 
colleagues to support our men and women in 
the military by passing this legislation. 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 3997, the Heroes 
Earnings Assistance and Relief Tax Act. I am 
especially pleased that this bill includes a cru-
cial provision from H.R. 3736, the Combat Pay 
Tax Flexibility Act, which I recently introduced 
to permanently allow members of the Armed 
Forces to treat combat pay as earned income 
in calculating their Earned Income Tax Credit 
(EITC). 

Because income earned while serving in a 
combat zone is exempt from income taxes, 
many low-income military families recently 
faced the loss or reduction of their EITC, as 
deployments to Iraq and Afghanistan shifted 
their income to nontaxable combat pay. While 
Congress acted to fix this problem by pro-
viding troops the option of calculating combat 
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pay for the EITC, without further Congres-
sional action this tax credit will expire at the 
end of the year. 

I introduced the Combat Pay Tax Flexibility 
Act to ensure that this tax savings provision is 
always there for the military families that need 
it. Soldiers who serve in hostile places make 
a great sacrifice for our country, and the least 
we can do is help them make the most of the 
tax savings available to them. 

I would like to thank Chairman RANGEL for 
working with me to incorporate the Combat 
Pay Tax Flexibility Act into the legislation be-
fore us today, and for moving this legislation 
swiftly. I urge all of my colleagues to vote in 
favor of H.R. 3997 today to ensure that our 
troops have the financial resources they need 
throughout the cycle of deployment. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. Speak-
er, I am pleased this bill, H.R. 3997, is being 
considered by the House today and specifi-
cally that it includes language similar to the 
legislation, H.R. 2540, introduced by myself 
and Congressman POMEROY. 

Our legislation was written to assist the fam-
ilies of members of our military and National 
Guard who are killed while on active duty. It 
was developed after Congressman POMEROY 
and I each met with Mrs. Victoria Johnson 
from my central Washington district. 

While grieving the loss of her husband, 
Major Alan Johnson, Victoria discovered that 
State law treated her husband as a retiree 
rather than a brave servicemember. Victoria 
worked to change State law, and with her sup-
port, Congressman POMEROY and I introduced 
legislation to ensure that servicemembers who 
die protecting our Nation will have their time 
on active military duty counted into their em-
ployer’s retirement benefits. 

This simple change ensures that the sur-
vivors of our brave servicemembers, like Major 
Johnson, receive the maximum amount of 
their loved ones’ pension benefits, and are not 
penalized for their family members’ volun-
teering to serve their country. 

This is the right thing to do and I encourage 
my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3997, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR VIC-
TIMS OF OCTOBER 28, 2007, FIRE 
IN OCEAN ISLE BEACH, NORTH 
CAROLINA 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-

lution (H. Res. 787) expressing the sup-
port and sympathy of the House of 
Representatives and the people of the 
United States for the victims of the 
tragic fire that occurred in Ocean Isle 
Beach, North Carolina, on October 28, 
2007. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 787 

Whereas in the early morning of October 
28, 2007, flames broke out at a beach house in 
Ocean Isle Beach, North Carolina; 

Whereas the fire spread quickly and took 
the lives of seven college students, six at-
tended the University of South Carolina and 
one went to Clemson University: Lauren 
Mahon of Simpsonville, South Carolina; Alli-
son Walden of Chagrin Falls, Ohio; Travis 
Cale, Justin Anderson and Emily Yelton of 
Greenville, South Carolina; William Rhea of 
Florence, South Carolina, and Cassidy 
Pendley of Chapin, South Carolina; 

Whereas 6 University of South Carolina 
students were injured while escaping the 
flames and were treated at Brunswick Com-
munity Hospital; 

Whereas local community members rushed 
to alert and assist emergency personnel to 
support the students and their families in 
the aftermath of the tragedy; 

Whereas firefighters, paramedics, police of-
ficers, and other emergency personnel from 
the surrounding communities responded 
quickly and worked bravely to rescue the in-
jured and extinguish the fire; 

Whereas the State of North Carolina and 
local government officials responded to the 
fire and its aftermath quickly, effectively, 
and compassionately; 

Whereas the immediate outpouring of sup-
port, assistance and compassion from the 
Nation and South Carolinians is greatly ap-
preciated; and 

Whereas the students, faculty, staff, and 
officials at Clemson University and Univer-
sity of South Carolina have come together as 
a university community to remember the 
fallen students and provide strength and sup-
port to its respective campuses through this 
difficult time: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) expresses its deepest condolences to the 
families and friends of Lauren Mahon, Alli-
son Walden, Travis Cale, Justin Anderson, 
Emily Yelton, William Rhea, and Cassidy 
Pendley; and offers its hope for the quick 
and full recovery of those students who were 
injured in the fire; 

(2) expresses immense gratitude for the ef-
forts of countless emergency response per-
sonnel, local, State, and Federal officials, 
health care providers, volunteers, and citi-
zens who have been part of the response; and 

(3) expresses its support for all of the stu-
dents, faculty, administration, and staff at 
the University of South Carolina and 
Clemson University as they heal from this 
tragedy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-

ber of the House Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, I am 
pleased to join my colleagues in the 
consideration of H. Res. 787 which ex-
presses the support and sympathy of 
the House of Representatives of the 
people of the United States for the vic-
tims of the tragic fire recently that oc-
curred in Ocean Isle Beach, North 
Carolina. House Resolution 787, which 
has 66 cosponsors, was introduced by 
my friend and colleague Mr. JAMES 
CLYBURN. 

Mr. Speaker, on Sunday, October 28, 
2007, seven college students perished in 
a fire in Ocean Isle Beach, North Caro-
lina. They were victims of an early 
morning fire that engulfed a two-story 
house. There were also six survivors 
who were hospitalized but later re-
leased. 

Of the seven students who perished, 
six were from the University of South 
Carolina, and one was from Clemson 
University. 

We in this Congress express our 
heartfelt sympathy for the victims, 
their families and the campus commu-
nities that have been affected. 

b 1215 

These students were among our best 
and brightest. Their striving, their as-
pirations, and the hope and support of 
their families, especially their parents, 
for their future embodies a shining ex-
ample of what is best about America. 

The Ocean Isle Beach’s fire claimed 
the precious lives of seven young peo-
ple who had so much to live for and so 
much to give. We express our deepest 
sympathy to the victims and their fam-
ilies. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league Representative JIM CLYBURN for 
seeking to express the deepest sym-
pathy of the House of Representatives 
on this sad occasion, and I urge the 
swift passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to mourn the passing of seven of 
this Nation’s young students. On the 
morning of October 28, 2007, a fire 
quickly swept through the beach house 
in Ocean Isle Beach, North Carolina, 
where they were spending a weekend. 

Six of the seven were students at the 
University of South Carolina. The sev-
enth attended Clemson. All were filled 
with much promise. 

With this in mind, I express my deep-
est condolences to the friends and fam-
ilies of the seven. Rest assured that 
you are in all of our thoughts and pray-
ers. 

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity to commend the entire commu-
nity of Ocean Isle Beach, North Caro-
lina, for its response to this tragedy. 
From the very onset of the flames, 
local citizens rushed to alert and assist 
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emergency responders. These respond-
ers then worked bravely to rescue 
those trapped inside, aid the injured, 
and extinguish the fire. 

Unfortunately, the blaze was too 
powerful and claimed seven young 
lives. However, without the adept re-
sponse of all involved, the tragic toll of 
this blaze would have surely been high-
er. It is with all this in mind that I 
would like to take this opportunity to 
commend those involved in the re-
sponse. Our sincere gratitude goes out 
to all of you. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
our time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to my 
friend and colleague, Mr. JAMES CLY-
BURN, of South Carolina. 

Mr. CLYBURN. I thank my colleague 
for yielding me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution memori-
alizes and commemorates the lives of 
seven students from the University of 
South Carolina and Clemson Univer-
sity who perished in last week’s tragic 
beach house fire in Ocean Isle Beach, 
North Carolina. 

I proudly represent the University of 
South Carolina, and I rise to thank the 
House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform for its prompt ac-
tion on this resolution and to once 
again extend my deepest condolences 
to the families, friends, and loved ones 
of those University of South Carolina 
and Clemson students who we lost in 
this unfortunate event. They should all 
know that we will continue to keep 
them and their loved ones in our pray-
ers as they mourn their tremendous 
loss. 

There’s little that we cherish more 
than seeing our children and grand-
children go off to school seeking to ac-
quire the knowledge and skills that 
they will need to pursue their dreams 
and aspirations. It is an incredible feel-
ing. And to have that promise cut short 
in such a dramatic and tragic way is 
probably more than anyone who has 
not had the experience can possibly 
imagine. 

As we mourn with the University of 
South Carolina and Clemson Univer-
sity communities at this solemn time, 
we should all take some solace in 
knowing that these young people rep-
resented the best of our hopes and 
dreams for the future. Through their 
extracurricular activities and aca-
demic successes, they served as strong 
role models for future generations and 
as sources of pride for their families 
and friends. It is only fitting that we 
honor them for being the bright bea-
cons of light that they were and that 
their loved ones will always remember 
them as being. 

No words or sympathetic sentiments 
will ever undo the tragic loss endured 
by the University of South Carolina 
and Clemson communities. However, 
by passing this resolution, it is my 
hope that these communities under-
stand that this congressional body 
stands in unison in offering our prayers 
and condolences. 

May God bless all those affected by 
this tragedy. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
BARRETT). 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on October 28, 2007, a 
tragic and accidental fire in Ocean Isle 
Beach, North Carolina, claimed seven 
very young lives. Six of the victims 
were students at the University of 
South Carolina: Cassidy Fae Pendley, 
Lauren Astrid Kristiana Mahon, Justin 
Michael Anderson, Travis Lane Cale, 
Allison Walden, William Rhea. One of 
the victims, Emily Lauren Yelton, was 
a sophomore at Clemson University, a 
graduate of J.L. Mann High School in 
Greenville, a member of the Delta Zeta 
sorority and a member of Young Life of 
Greenville. 

These brilliant young college stu-
dents were sisters, brothers, devoted 
sons and daughters, athletes, instruc-
tors, friends, volunteers, coaches, and 
leaders. Family members and friends 
have recounted how each one has given 
support, made a difference and bright-
ened people’s lives. 

I stand here today to support H. Res. 
787, which is a resolution sponsored by 
Congressman JIM CLYBURN to express 
much-needed support for those fire vic-
tims. 

I would also like to recognize and 
offer sympathy to the victims’ families 
and let them know that South Carolina 
and the people of this Nation, Mr. 
Speaker, will always honor those 
names that we loved and lost. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MCINTYRE). 

Mr. MCINTYRE. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

I rise today in strong support of H. 
Res. 787, which my friend and colleague 
Representative JIM CLYBURN of South 
Carolina has filed and which expresses 
the support and sympathy of the House 
of Representatives and the people of 
the United States for the victims of the 
tragic fire that occurred in Ocean Isle 
Beach, North Carolina, about 10 days 
ago on October 28. 

As you may know, I represent the 
town of Ocean Isle Beach; and like all 
of my constituents, I was saddened by 
the events that took place just a few 
days ago. 

Ocean Isle Beach is a family commu-
nity, a place many do love to come and 
spend time with friends, and the loss of 
seven college students and injuries by 
six more indeed was a tragic turn of 
events that brought this small beach 
town, the State of North Carolina, and 
our neighbor, the State of South Caro-
lina where the students were in school, 
and this Nation to its knees. 

I’m honored to support this essential 
and timely measure which also ex-
presses gratitude for the efforts of all 
the emergency personnel, law enforce-
ment, fire and rescue that were in-

volved in this horrific situation, and 
our gratitude to Mayor Debbie Smith 
and the other local officials in that 
community, as well as to the Bruns-
wick County officials and other com-
munity members and private citizens 
that responded to the fire and that 
reached out to help those in need and 
the families that were affected by this 
tragic situation. 

As we gather today to express our 
condolences to the families and friends 
of the students that perished and as we 
offer our hope for the full recovery of 
the students that were injured, I urge 
all of us to reflect on the importance of 
these individuals’ lives and express our 
sympathies to those families who will 
carry this loss with them. 

Mr. Speaker, we’re a strong Nation. 
Ocean Isle Beach is a strong commu-
nity. And I know that events like the 
fire on October 28 will demonstrate 
even more our strength and our unity 
in times of tragedy. 

May we all stand here in this body 
today, indeed may we all stand as a Na-
tion together, in remembrance of these 
students and pledge our commitment 
to their families and friends. We pray 
for God’s comfort, His peace and His 
strength to be with them always. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank Mr. CLYBURN 
and my colleagues for bringing this 
resolution to the floor. 

I’m deeply saddened by the cir-
cumstances we’re addressing today. As 
we have all learned, seven students 
were killed in a house fire that took 
place at Ocean Isle Beach, North Caro-
lina, over a week ago. This tragic acci-
dent reminds us all how precious life is, 
and I want to express my condolences 
to the families and friends of these stu-
dents. 

As a University of South Carolina 
Law School graduate and a parent of a 
current Clemson student, I’ve grown to 
know the strength and character of 
these communities. I have had the 
privilege of getting to know many of 
their students, faculty, and adminis-
trators all my life. Under the leader-
ship of USC president Andrew Sorensen 
and Clemson president Jim Barker, the 
students and families of these two uni-
versities have found comfort and kin-
ship during this difficult time. 

I also want to extend my heartfelt 
condolences to the Sigma Alpha Epsi-
lon fraternity and the Delta Delta 
Delta sorority who lost members in 
this tragic fire. My father and my 
mother were members of these two 
USC organizations respectively; and as 
a member of a fraternity, with three 
sons in a fraternity, I know the bond 
that these students and alumni feel for 
one another and the grief they are ex-
periencing. 

South Carolina’s media have been 
very thoughtful, respectful, and helpful 
in providing tributes to the students. 
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Today, we offer our support and com-

fort to the students who were injured 
in this terrible accident. We will con-
tinue to pray for their full and speedy 
recovery. 

Additionally, we must recognize the 
brave members of the local fire depart-
ments and emergency personnel, as 
well as the Ocean Isle Beach citizens 
who responded to the fire and called for 
help. 

Again, I want to thank my colleague 
and long-time friend Congressman JIM 
CLYBURN for bringing this resolution to 
the floor. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, this past 
weekend, more than 600 people gathered at 
Federated Church in Chagrin Falls OH, to 
mourn the loss of Allison Walden, 19, a 2006 
graduate of Chagrin Falls High School and the 
daughter of Terry and Diane Walden of Cha-
grin Falls. 

Allison was one of seven students to die in 
the tragic beach house fire in North Carolina. 

Her father, Terry, said she was a wonderful 
girl and full of life. She had a scholarship to 
University of South Carolina, where she was a 
sophomore studymg pre-med and a member 
of the Delta Delta Delta sorority. She had 
planned to return to her beloved Chagrin Falls 
after graduation and study anesthesiology at 
Case Western Reserve University. 

This senseless fire that took the lives of 
seven wonderful young people capped a very 
difficult year for the Walden family. 

Their son, Greg, a 2005 Chagrin Falls grad-
uate, is a student at Virginia Tech and was 
there in April when a deranged student shot 
up the campus, killing 33 people Fortunately, 
Greg, an honors engineering student, was 
unharmed in that horrific attack. I can’t imag-
ine as a parent going through that, and then 
losing your only daughter just five months later 
in another tragedy. It is just unspeakably cruel. 

As their father said, ‘‘What is the chance 
that out of all the schools in the country that 
our children would go where tragic events un-
fold?’’ 

On behalf of the 14th Congressional District, 
my sympathies go to the Walden family on 
their horrible loss, and may they find comfort 
in their family, friends, faith and community. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 787. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND SYM-
PATHY FOR VICTIMS OF DEV-
ASTATING FLOODING THAT OC-
CURRED IN OHIO 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 728) expressing the sup-
port and sympathy of the House of 

Representatives and the people of the 
United States for the victims of the 
devastating flooding that occurred 
across many parts of Ohio in August 
2007 and commending the communities, 
volunteer organizations, churches and 
emergency response agencies for their 
continuing work to restore the affected 
areas across the state. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 728 

Whereas heavy rainstorms brought severe 
flooding to Ohio and the upper Midwest over 
the week of August 19, 2007; 

Whereas, in many parts of Ohio, this was 
the worst flood since 1913 with nearly 15 
inches of rain in some areas; 

Whereas the record storms and flooding 
were responsible for up to 18 deaths across 
parts of the upper Midwest—some of these in 
Ohio; 

Whereas over 500 citizens were forced to 
flee their homes and businesses and many 
hundreds of homes and businesses were dam-
aged; 

Whereas, on August 21, 2007, Allen, 
Crawford, Hancock, Hardin, Paulding, Put-
nam, Richland, Seneca, Van Wert and Wyan-
dot counties made initial local emergency 
declaration; 

Whereas, on August 22, 2007, Governor Ted 
Strickland issued a State disaster declara-
tion for Allen, Crawford, Hancock, Hardin, 
Putnam, Richland, Seneca, Wyandot and 
Van Wert Counties; 

Whereas, on August 27, 2007, President 
George W. Bush issued a Federal disaster 
declaration for Allen, Crawford, Hancock, 
Putnam, Richland and Wyandot Counties 
and later added Hardin and Seneca Counties; 
and 

Whereas Michigan, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Iowa and Indiana also experienced 
serious, storms, flooding and tornadoes: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) expresses its support and profoundest 
sympathy for the victims of the devastating 
flooding that occurred across much of Ohio 
and the surrounding region in August 2007; 

(2) conveys its gratitude to the local, State 
and Federal officials and emergency per-
sonnel who responded to this emergency and 
continue working to restore normalcy in the 
affected counties; 

(3) thanks the many volunteers, charitable 
organizations, business and individual do-
nors, churches and religious organizations 
for their generosity in responding to this cri-
sis; and 

(4) commends the people of Ohio for their 
indomitable spirit and for the grace and 
magnanimity with which they have sup-
ported one another during the flooding and 
continuing recovery. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-

ber of the House Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, I’m 
pleased to join my colleagues in the 
consideration of H. Res. 728, which is a 
bill that expresses the support and 
sympathy of the House of Representa-
tives and the people of the United 
States for the victims of the dev-
astating floods that swept across Ohio 
in August of 2007. 

H. Res. 728, which has 51 cosponsors, 
was introduced by my friend, Rep-
resentative Jim Jordan, on October 10, 
2007. H. Res. 728 was reported from the 
Oversight Committee on October 23, 
2007, by voice vote. 

Mr. Speaker, during the week of Au-
gust 19, 2007, Ohio received over 15 
inches of rain in a violent storm that 
swept across the State. Firefighters 
and volunteers from that State per-
formed great acts of heroism in res-
cuing people from life-threatening con-
ditions. 

b 1230 

The storm caused major flooding 
that damaged many homes and busi-
nesses, and the water forced at least 
500 families from their homes in sev-
eral northern Ohio towns. 

Governor Ted Strickland of Ohio de-
clared states of emergency in nine 
counties in northwest and north cen-
tral Ohio. This was, indeed, the worst 
flooding for Ohio since 1913. 

I now rise in support of the victims 
in this disaster and to commend the 
State, local and Federal officials and 
emergency personnel for their response 
to this crisis situation. 

I commend my colleague, Represent-
ative JORDAN, for seeking to express 
support and sympathy for the Ohio 
flood victims. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
too rise in support of this resolution. 
Obviously, as a result of these dev-
astating floods this summer, we had 
eight counties that were declared dis-
aster counties in our State, 41⁄2 of those 
counties I had the privilege of rep-
resenting. The other 31⁄2 counties were 
represented by our late friend, Con-
gressman Paul Gillmor. 

I want to commend Congressman 
Gillmor’s staff for the help of Paul, of 
course, when he was with us, and then 
his staff for the great assistance they 
provided our office and others as we 
worked through this. 

I also just want to take a moment to 
thank those local leaders, both our po-
lice, our fire, our EMS people, our local 
public officials and our State public of-
ficials who did just an outstanding job 
and also commend our Federal offi-
cials. FEMA was there in Ohio, the 
leaders were there, Director Paulison, 
as well as Mr. Preston with the SBA, 
and then they have been in Ohio for 
several months serving families and in-
dividuals and local governments who 
were devastated by these floods. 
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The thing, I guess, that really stands 

out for me, in the midst of this devas-
tation, it was so neat to see how com-
munities come together, how people 
work together and all kinds of acts of 
kindness from family member to fam-
ily member and from neighbor to 
neighbor and community to commu-
nity. It was amazing to see what takes 
place when devastation hits an area. 

The resolution just expresses our 
commendation for those individuals, 
those local officials, those families, 
those people in west central and north 
central Ohio who did such an out-
standing job dealing with the devasta-
tion that took place. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
our time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend and colleague, Ms. MARCY 
KAPTUR from Ohio, for as much time as 
she may consume. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. Thank you distinguished 
Chairman LYNCH, and my dear friend 
from our delegation Congressman JIM 
JORDAN. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to 
rise in support of House Resolution 728, 
which speaks to the issue of the flood-
ing throughout Ohio in August of this 
year. 

Congressman JORDAN and I stood 
shoulder to shoulder with the late Con-
gressman Paul Gillmor in Findlay to 
survey the devastating 100-year flood 
level. This flooding ripped through the 
heart of many small towns in north-
west Ohio, burying our communities in 
feet of mud and water while washing 
away the dreams of so many today. 

We know there are probably over $100 
million worth of damages. We owe so 
much to all the emergency workers—to 
the fire, to the police, to the local offi-
cials like Mayor Iriti, who I thought, 
did an outstanding job—for trying to 
address this situation, which wasn’t 
any of their fault or our fault. You had 
15 inches of rain within 24 hours; and 
this flood truly was different. 

Instead of simply devastating our 
community, the flood also sent a shock 
wave through all of us on the challenge 
of fresh water management that our re-
gion, our very flat region, faces. 

It is ironic that in Ohio we were talk-
ing about too much water at a time 
when, now, Georgia and the south-
eastern States are experiencing record 
droughts. We know in our region the 
status quo is not acceptable. We were 
very pleased that Secretary Chertoff 
joined us and offered the continuing 
help of FEMA to address the damage 
from these floods in August. We knew 
that our region had potential water 
management problems. But we never 
thought they would come now so 
quickly. We had launched a watershed 
management partnership in the West-
ern Lake Erie Basin to handle the 
growing levels of storm water runoff. 

The Army Corps of Engineers and the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture have 
driven forward a remarkable partner-
ship that is unique in its scope any-

where in the country for what it is try-
ing to accomplish. At the center of this 
assessment is the understanding that 
we must better manage our fresh water 
asset for the future. 

It is our competitive advantage, 
without question, in the Great Lakes 
States. We have been buffeted in our 
region by globalization, but we will not 
give up our greatest asset. We know we 
must manage it with a comprehensive 
basinwide solution. 

I think this flooding was a real clar-
ion call to people in our region. We saw 
the levels of damage and now having to 
remediate after the fact. But had we 
had in place structures and systems to 
handle this level of water, we would 
not have had the level of damage that 
we experienced. We know that the level 
of rainfall was extraordinarily large, 
but the point is, we were not properly 
prepared for it, and we have now had 
this clarion call. 

We were very fortunate that the loss 
of life was minimized, but, nonetheless, 
people are still digging out. I think 
this resolution is a very important step 
forward as we try to handle this pre-
cious global asset of fresh water in our 
region in a much, much wiser way so 
that we can avoid the flooding of the 
future. 

Even Marathon Oil had eight feet of 
water in its corporate headquarters in 
Findlay, Ohio. Business leaders, the 
chamber, a broad band of public offi-
cials and private sector leadership 
across the region recognize we can’t go 
through this again. We have to think 
about dry dams. We have to think of 
reservoirs. We have to think of ways to 
avoid hundreds of millions of dollars 
worth of damage and put those dollars 
to work avoiding that kind of disaster 
in the future. 

In recognizing all of those who helped 
to handle this enormous tragedy that 
befell our area, we also look to the fu-
ture and the fact that we have the 
Western Lake Erie Basin partnership 
as a building block toward the future 
in order to make the future better than 
the past and to learn the lessons that 
history has now taught us. 

I am very pleased to join my col-
leagues here today, Congressman 
LYNCH, who has taken such great lead-
ership on this measure. We, in Ohio, 
appreciate the response of all the emer-
gency personnel who did so very much, 
and to the people who suffered, and 
also to Congressman JIM JORDAN for 
bringing this to the floor today. We are 
joined hand in hand as we move for-
ward together in northern Ohio to bet-
ter manage our fresh water asset for 
future generations. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Let me, too, 
just thank Congressman LYNCH and 
Congresswoman KAPTUR. Congress-
woman KAPTUR has been right at the 
front of looking at this in a com-
prehensive way, and we appreciate 
that. She talked about our mayors 
both in Findlay and Shelby, Ohio, who 
have done so much work and who are 
looking at this overall approach. 

Also, we talked about our local offi-
cials. I don’t know if we mentioned our 
two U.S. Senators who have been very 
helpful in this effort as well, looking at 
this in a broad way. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of our time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 728. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BOSTON RED SOX VICTORY IN 2007 
MAJOR LEAGUE BASEBALL 
WORLD SERIES 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 782) expressing the sense 
of the House with respect to the Boston 
Red Sox victory in the 2007 Major 
League Baseball World Series. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 782 

Whereas in the early moments of October 
29, 2007, the Boston Red Sox won their second 
World Series title in four seasons by besting 
the Colorado Rockies in just four games; 

Whereas the Red Sox won their seventh 
world title in the 107-year history of the sto-
ried franchise; 

Whereas the 2007 Red Sox World Champion 
team epitomized sportsmanship, selfless 
play, team spirit, determination, and heart 
in the course of winning 96 games in the reg-
ular season, winning the American League 
East Division Championship; 

Whereas Josh Beckett, the major league’s 
only 20-game winner in the 2007 regular sea-
son, cemented his place as one of the great-
est post-season pitchers of all time, winning 
four games in the playoffs, including a domi-
nating performance in Game One of the 
World Series, and keeping the hopes of Red 
Sox Nation alive by overpowering the Cleve-
land Indians in Game 5 of the American 
League Championship series when the team 
was down 3 games to 1; 

Whereas Curt Schilling proved once again 
his greatness as a post-season pitcher by 
winning Game 2 of the World Series; 

Whereas rookie sensation Daisuke 
Matsuzaka followed with a win in Game 3, 
tossing his famed gyroball on baseball’s big-
gest stage; 

Whereas left-hander Jon Lester completed 
a storybook comeback by overcoming adver-
sity and leading his team to victory from the 
mound by pitching 5 and two-thirds scoreless 
innings, winning Game Four and completing 
the sweep; 

Whereas Mike Lowell was named the Most 
Valuable Player of the World Series after 
batting .400 while scoring six runs and bat-
ting in four more, capping off a stellar reg-
ular season with an equally impressive post- 
season and capturing a richly deserved 
honor; 

Whereas Jonathan Papelbon demonstrated 
complete dominance as the team’s closer, 
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saving three of the four World Series games 
for the Red Sox and not allowing a run in the 
10 and two thirds post-season innings he 
pitched; 

Whereas team captain Jason Varitek once 
again exemplified the qualities that make 
him a great team’s great captain, guiding his 
pitching staff with patience and determina-
tion, and making one of the toughest posi-
tions in baseball seem effortless; 

Whereas the 2007 post-season produced 
many memorable moments from young play-
ers and veterans alike, including emerging 
talents like Dustin Pedroia, Jacoby 
Ellsbury, and Hideki Okajima and more sea-
soned players like Kevin Youkilis, J.D. 
Drew, Bobby Kielty, Coco Crisp, Julio Lugo, 
and Mike Timlin; 

Whereas David Ortiz and Manny Ramirez 
further enhanced their legendary status as 
two of the game’s greatest hitters ever 
throughout the regular season and beyond; 

Whereas the 2007 Red Sox also included the 
longest serving member of the Red Sox fran-
chise, Tim Wakefield, along with other inte-
gral players Manny Delcarmen, Julian 
Tavarez, Eric Gagne, Javier Lopez, Kyle 
Snyder, Doug Mirabelli, Alex Cora, and Eric 
Hinske; 

Whereas the 2007 season brought fans many 
magical moments, including rookie Clay 
Buchholz’s September no-hitter in just his 
second major league start; 

Whereas Red Sox Manager Terry Francona 
continued to lead his team with grace and a 
steady hand, transforming them into one of 
the greatest Red Sox teams of all time and 
capturing his second World Series title in 
just 4 short years; 

Whereas Red Sox owners John Henry and 
Tom Werner and Red Sox President and 
Chief Executive Officer Larry Lucchino con-
tinued their quest to field the best team in 
baseball, culminating in another World Se-
ries celebration for Red Sox Nation; 

Whereas Red Sox Executive Vice Presi-
dent/General Manager Theo Epstein assem-
bled all the parts for a winning team that 
featured the major league’s best pitching 
staff, a dominant offense, and most impor-
tant, the hearts and souls of true champions; 

Whereas the entire Red Sox organization 
maintains a strong commitment to chari-
table causes in New England, demonstrated 
by the team’s decades-long support of the 
Dana-Farber Cancer Institute’s Jimmy Fund 
in the fight against childhood cancers; 

Whereas Red Sox fans are everywhere, in 
the ball parks of opposing teams, in every 
State in the Union and in many foreign 
lands; and 

Whereas a grateful Red Sox Nation thanks 
the team for an unforgettable season and for 
bringing another World Championship home 
to Boston: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) congratulates— 
(A) the Boston Red Sox for winning the 

2007 Major League Baseball World Series and 
for all of their accomplishments during a 
stellar 2007 regular season; and 

(B) the eight Major League Baseball teams 
that played in the postseason; 

(2) recognizes the achievements of the Bos-
ton Red Sox players, manager, coaches, and 
support staff whose hard work, dedication, 
and spirit made this all possible; 

(3) commends— 
(A) the Colorado Rockies for a solid year, 

including an impressive late season surge 
that brought them to their first World Se-
ries; and 

(B) the fans and management of the Colo-
rado Rockies for their hospitality towards 
all the Red Sox fans who traveled to Denver 
for the World Series; and 

(4) directs the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives to transmit an enrolled copy of 
this resolution to— 

(A) the 2007 Boston Red Sox team; 
(B) Red Sox Manager Terry Francona; 
(C) Red Sox General Manager Theo Ep-

stein; 
(D) Red Sox President and Chief Executive 

Officer Larry Lucchino; 
(E) Red Sox Principal Owner John Henry; 

and 
(F) Red Sox Chairman Tom Werner. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members have 5 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-

ber of the House Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, I am 
pleased to join my colleagues in the 
House and in the Senate and my mom 
and dad and the entire Red Sox Nation 
in consideration of House Resolution 
782, a bill that congratulates the Bos-
ton Red Sox baseball team, our beloved 
Boston Red Sox baseball team, for win-
ning the 2007 Major League Baseball 
World Series. 

House Resolution 782 was introduced 
by my friend and colleague, Represent-
ative MICHAEL CAPUANO. The Boston 
Red Sox baseball team did indeed win 
their second World Series in four sea-
sons, defeating the Colorado Rockies 4– 
3 in game four at Coors Field in Den-
ver, Colorado, on Sunday, October 28, 
2007. 

The Red Sox are the first team in 
this century to win multiple champion-
ships since the year 2000. Kevin 
Youkilis, the first baseman for the Red 
Sox said, ‘‘Pitching will lead you all 
the way,’’ and that was it, great pitch-
ing and timely hitting. This team is 
now rightfully the best team in base-
ball. 

The Red Sox won the 2004 and 2007 
World Series under the great manage-
ment of Terry Francona. We in Red 
Sox Nation wish to congratulate the 
management of the Boston Red Sox 
baseball team, the players, the coach-
es, the fans and the entire Red Sox 
community. 

I commend my colleague, Represent-
ative CAPUANO, and Fenway Park is ac-
tually in his district. I want to thank 
him for congratulating the Boston Red 
Sox for winning the 2007 Major League 
Baseball World Series. From all the 
members of the delegation, we appre-
ciate his hard work on this matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
like the Speaker, growing up a Big Red 

Machine fan, I still remember those 
teams with Johnny Bench, Joe Morgan, 
Tony Perez, in sixth grade, watching 
that series. 

I rise to recognize the most recent 
achievements of the Boston Red Sox 
and commend their victory in the 2007 
Major League Baseball World Series. In 
the last few years, the Red Sox have 
distinguished themselves as one of the 
most dominant teams in baseball. Of 
course, this was not always the case. 

After winning their fifth World Se-
ries in 1918, their regular season suc-
cesses were often met by postseason 
disappointment. Those were the old 
Red Sox. 

In this century, we have the new Red 
Sox, the team that entered the 2004 
playoffs as a wild card and then pro-
ceeded to mount one of the most mem-
orable comebacks in baseball history 
down three games to zero against their 
arch rival, the New York Yankees. 

They came back to win the American 
League Championship Series and ulti-
mately went on to break the Curse of 
the Bambino, winning the 2004 World 
Series in four straight games against 
the St. Louis Cardinals. In 2007, after 
winning the American League East Di-
vision, the Red Sox again faced adver-
sity in the American League Cham-
pionship Series down 3–1 to that other 
great team in Ohio, the Cleveland Indi-
ans. They persevered, winning three 
games in a row to once again represent 
the American League in the World Se-
ries. 

The Red Sox went on to win this se-
ries again in four games, sweeping the 
red-hot Colorado Rockies behind the 
leadership of Manager Terry Francona. 
The 2007 Red Sox did it all. I congratu-
late them and their team and the en-
tire Red Sox community. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
our time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my colleague and friend, MICHAEL 
CAPUANO, for as much time as he may 
consume. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to apologize to you for some of the 
pain that this moment may be inflict-
ing. I didn’t expect you to be in the 
chair. I just want to express my per-
sonal regrets that you have to suffer 
through this as a lifelong Yankee fan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman doesn’t know the half of it. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
add my voice and congratulations to 
the Red Sox on behalf of the entire Red 
Sox Nation, which has always been 
strong but now growing across the 
country. Every road game they played, 
they filled up stadiums, and they filled 
it up both with supporters of the oppo-
nents, because they came to see good 
baseball and with Red Sox fans they 
found everywhere across this country. 

I will tell you they epitomized, on be-
half of all of us, what is good about 
sports and what is good about America. 
Baseball is still America’s game; it’s 
still America’s pastime. We all love 
watching it, but I will tell you, I will 
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admit that, as a lifelong Red Sox fan, I 
always had my doubts until the last 
play of the last game. 

I always figured we could find a way 
to blow it like we did for 86 years. They 
are slowly turning me around, and one 
by one, one game at a time, now two in 
the last 4 years, maybe I will get over 
the initial years of my Red Sox days 
always figuring, come late in the sea-
son, the Yankees would sneak up on us 
and clobber us from behind. 

I will tell you that it is nice to begin 
the new century this way, but I also re-
member that we started off the last 
century pretty well too, but then we 
hit a wall. I don’t expect that will hap-
pen, I expect this will continue on and 
on for the Red Sox. As you have prob-
ably noted, the Red Sox didn’t just 
keep it all to themselves. They have 
now handed it off to the Patriots and 
the Boston College Eagles, and hope-
fully the Celtics will be able to gain 
the same type of traction that the Red 
Sox did. 

I end my remarks by simply saying 
congratulations to the Red Sox. Thank 
you for a wonderful year on behalf of 
all of my constituents. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to another friend of Red Sox 
Nation, part of Red Sox Nation from 
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY). 

Mr. COURTNEY. Thank you, Con-
gressman LYNCH, for letting me join in 
on today’s resolution. 

I come from the southern end of Red 
Sox Nation in eastern Connecticut. We 
are still closer to Fenway Park than 
we are to Yankee Stadium or Shea Sta-
dium, so it’s still safe for me to pub-
licly speak out on this resolution. 

As someone from a multigenerational 
Red Sox family like Mr. CAPUANO, we 
suffered and worried and have terrible 
memories, but obviously this is not our 
fathers’ Red Sox any more. 

b 1245 
This is a great team that combined a 

lot of new players, Dustin Pedroia, 
‘‘Jake’’ Jacoby Ellsbury, Daisuke 
Matzusaka, along with the 2004 vet-
erans of the last World Series, to again 
have another great exciting season, 
particularly the ALCS where they 
came back down 3–1. 

As Mr. CAPUANO said, Red Sox Nation 
extends far and wide. Last March I was 
on board the USS Alexandria, a nuclear 
submarine out of Groton, Connecticut, 
under the ice in Alaska. I spent a day 
driving around with a great crew, pro-
fessional and just so impressive in the 
work they do for our Nation. Sat down 
for breakfast after sleeping onboard 
the ship and was immediately con-
fronted by the sailors who said they 
had only one question for me. I figured 
it was the war on Iraq, health care. 
And the one question was, Yankees or 
Red Sox? I was able to reassure them 
that I was a Red Sox fan, since they all 
were as well. 

But one of the sailors indicated to me 
that he was coming up for re-enlist-

ment and his dream was to do it in 
Fenway Park in front of the Green 
Monster. When I came back to Wash-
ington, we contacted President 
Lucchino of the Red Sox, who bent 
over backwards for this sailor and his 
family, his fiance, and they did, in fact, 
stage a re-enlistment ceremony in 
front of the Green Monster, wearing 
the 2004 ring as he signed the papers, 
committing himself again to our Na-
tion. And I just want to read from the 
Boston Globe the comment of Petty Of-
ficer Vecchione who said, ‘‘It’s a sacred 
place. I had the ring on my finger as if 
I was married to the Red Sox for a few 
minutes.’’ 

And I think really what that incident 
showed, though, is that we have a man-
agement who sees that it’s a two-way 
street in Red Sox Nation. We love our 
players, but they love their fans; and 
that’s why we have such a great fan 
base who are so passionate about this 
incredible team that goes back to the 
early days of baseball. 

And I appreciate again the bipartisan 
support and even the support from 
some Members who root for other 
teams in this resolution and urge its 
passage. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, before I 
yield additional time, I just want to re-
late anecdotally how the extent of the 
Red Sox Nation is expanding. 

About a month ago I happened to 
visit Afghanistan and Pakistan. And 
while in Afghanistan, I traveled with 
the 173rd Airborne up in a little place 
called Nahre. It’s about 8,000 feet up 
into the mountains of Afghanistan. 
And while I was there, the helicopter, 
it was not pressurized so it only took 
us up so far, and then we had to walk 
up a little ways to the outpost where 
the 173rd was conducting operations on 
the Pakistani border, and when we 
were approaching the camp, there were 
a group of Afghani villagers off to the 
righthand side digging a ditch. And 
while most of them had the traditional 
headdress of the Afghans at that time 
on in their project, I did notice one 
gentleman, an Afghani, probably about 
30 years old. And on close inspection, 
there he was, 8,000 feet in the moun-
tains of Afghanistan, an Afghani vil-
lager wearing a Boston Red Sox base-
ball cap. And that is an indication of 
how widespread and popular the move-
ment behind the Red Sox has become. 

And in closing, I would just like to 
thank the Red Sox organization. As a 
corporate citizen, its owners, its man-
agers, its players, coaches, there is no 
shortage of kindness that they have 
shown to every cause. From Curt Schil-
ling’s support of ALS and the efforts 
against that disease, David Ortiz and 
his efforts to help alleviate the effect 
of the hurricanes in the Dominican Re-
public, there’s no shortage of kindness 
and good citizenship that has been ex-
hibited by this organization. We recog-
nize them for their excellence. 

Mr. Speaker, at this point, in a mo-
ment of questionable wisdom, I am ac-
tually going to yield to a Mets fan, the 

gentleman from New York (Mr. 
WEINER), for 1 minute, because I am 
not quite sure what he might say. 

Mr. WEINER. Look, I rise without 
any compunction to offer some level of 
congratulations to the Red Sox. As the 
Speaker knows, and you know I’m a 
Mets fan, so when we played you in 
1986, it wasn’t that big of a problem. 
And as bad as our collapse was this 
year, we have a great deal of empathy 
for the fans of the Boston Red Sox. 

And I must admit there are some 
genuinely likable players on the Red 
Sox. This guy, Kevin Youkilis, whom 
you know, Mr. LYNCH, his great grand-
father was named Weiner. So perhaps 
way back when, there was some base-
ball talent in the Weiner family, al-
though none has been displayed re-
cently in the congressional baseball 
game. 

And it’s no doubt about it that 
Manny Ramirez from Washington 
Heights, the New York connection, and 
Mike Lowell, the MVP, it’s hard not to 
root for that guy. 

But I have to say I’m a little sur-
prised there isn’t language in this reso-
lution in reference to the MVT, the 
most valuable traitor. I seem to recall 
reading that Rudolph Giuliani, that 
vaunted Yankee fan, who for years and 
years would put the Yankee pin stripes 
on, and even has World Series rings, I 
understand, in his collection, stood up 
and said that he too was pulling for the 
Boston Red Sox. 

Now, I think there should be some 
kind of a—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LYNCH. Thank God. Mr. Speak-
er, I have been remiss, and I would like 
to at this time yield to my great friend 
and colleague from Rhode Island, Rep-
resentative JAMES LANGEVIN, who is a 
die-hard Red Sox fan and a leader of 
Red Sox Nation, for whatever time he 
may consume. 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding on this historic oc-
casion and for the purpose of a great 
celebration and recognizing the great 
victory of the Boston Red Sox in this 
year’s World Series. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of House Resolution 782, a resolution 
that congratulates the Boston Red Sox 
on winning the World Series on Octo-
ber 28, 2007. As a life-long Red Sox fan, 
I am so pleased to be here with the rest 
of the New England delegation to show 
our appreciation for the Red Sox play-
ers, coaches, front office, and the rest 
of the Red Sox Nation. 

The 2007 Red Sox were dominant 
from the beginning of the season, 
which is not easy when you have 162 
regular season games in a year. In the 
World Series, the Red Sox faced the 
Colorado Rockies, a team that had won 
21 of their last 22 games, leading up to 
the last showdown. That statistic 
didn’t faze the Red Sox at all, though; 
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and whether it was in Boston or Den-
ver, the pitchers made their pitches 
and the batters showed how hard it was 
to get an out in their lineup. 

With a sense of inevitability, the Red 
Sox swept the Rockies in four games to 
win their second World Series in 4 
years. 

Every player on the team made a 
contribution. From veterans like Curt 
Schilling to rookies like Jacoby 
Ellsbury, Mike Lowell, who helped to 
keep the Red Sox on top during the 
regular season and rightfully won the 
World Series Most Valuable Player. 

The 2007 Red Sox not only worked 
hard; they enjoyed themselves as well 
and kept the fans entertained, which is 
easy to do when you love what you do 
and you’re good at it. 

We watched Jonathan Papelbon 
strike out batters, and then we waited 
for a celebratory dance at the end of 
the game. It’s not often in professional 
sports that you see a team full of play-
ers that has such a strong bond. 

It’s always a good year when you can 
follow your baseball team all the way 
from the beginning of April to the end 
of October. It’s an even better year 
when they can take the World Series 
trophy on a parade through Boston. 

The 2007 Red Sox played this year 
with confidence and class and showed 
us the true definition of team. I look 
forward to 2008 and adding on to two 
World Series trophies that we’ve al-
ready won this century. 

Again, my congratulations to a great 
team. Congratulations Boston Red Sox 
and Red Sox Nation. 

I thank my colleague from Massachu-
setts for yielding, along with his great 
comments. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, seeing no 
further speakers on this matter, I yield 
back the balance of our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 782. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PURPLE HEART FAMILY EQUITY 
ACT OF 2007 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 1119) to amend 
title 36, United States Code, to revise 
the congressional charter of the Mili-
tary Order of the Purple Heart of the 
United States of America, Incor-
porated, to authorize associate mem-
bership in the corporation for the 
spouse of a recipient of the Purple 
Heart medal, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1119 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Purple Heart 

Family Equity Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. ASSOCIATE MEMBERSHIP IN THE MILI-

TARY ORDER OF THE PURPLE HEART 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMER-
ICA, INCORPORATED. 

Section 140503(b) of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘parents and lin-
eal descendants’’ and inserting ‘‘the parents, 
spouse, siblings, and lineal descendants’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) and the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

H.R. 1119, the Purple Heart Family 
Equity Act of 2007, provides an excel-
lent opportunity for us to recognize 
and honor the brave women as well as 
brave men who served our Nation in 
the armed services. 

As many of you know, the Purple 
Heart is awarded to Armed Forces 
members who are wounded by an in-
strument of war in the hands of the 
enemy, and posthumously to the next 
of kin for those who are killed in ac-
tion or who die of wounds received in 
action. It is specifically a combat deco-
ration first conceived in 1782 by Gen-
eral George Washington. 

Seventy-five years ago, an organiza-
tion now known as the Military Order 
of the Purple Heart was formed for the 
purposes of protecting the mutual in-
terests of all those who have received 
the decoration. Composed exclusively 
of Purple Heart recipients, it is the 
only veterans service organization 
comprised strictly of combat veterans. 

When the order was federally char-
tered in 1958, however, very few women 
had received the Purple Heart. And to 
this day, women recipients of the Pur-
ple Heart do not have the same benefits 
as their male counterparts. 

Under the current law, male mem-
bers can invite their wives to join the 
Ladies Auxiliary of the Purple Heart, 
but there is no place in the order for 
husbands of Purple Heart recipients. 
The order has identified at least 97 fe-
male purple heart recipients who have 
joined and who are not enjoying the 
full benefits of membership that they 
deserve. 

H.R. 1119 seeks to fully honor the 
women of the Armed Forces who have 
been awarded the Purple Heart defend-
ing our Nation. Specifically, the bill 
amends the order’s Federal charter to 
allow members to invite their spouses 

to join as associate members, both for 
male and female recipients of the Pur-
ple Heart. With this minor revision to 
the Federal charter, the husbands of fe-
male members could join the organiza-
tion. 

This bill also allows members to in-
vite their siblings to join as associate 
members so that they too can take 
part in the full honor of their brothers 
and sisters who fought so bravely for 
our country and received a Purple 
Heart. It is only right that we allow 
the members to include their siblings 
in this honor. 

This bipartisan legislation is en-
dorsed by the Military Order of the 
Purple Heart. It recognizes the impor-
tant role women have played in defend-
ing our Nation in times of war. 

b 1300 

We owe this long overdue recognition 
to these women and their families. I 
urge my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I thank the gentlewoman for her 
presentation of H.R. 1119. 

The Military Order of the Purple 
Heart of the United States of America 
was founded in 1932. And as the gentle-
woman stated, it goes back to George 
Washington. It’s rich in our heritage, 
and it’s precious in our reference to 
those who have bled for this Nation 
and for the freedom of the people here 
in the United States of America. It was 
recognized by the Veterans Adminis-
tration and represents ‘‘veterans in the 
presentation of claims before the . . . 
administration,’’ this is the Military 
Order of the Purple Heart, and also ‘‘its 
service officers are active in veterans 
hospitals.’’ The organization was feder-
ally chartered in 1958. 

Active members of the Military 
Order of the Purple Heart must be per-
sons of good moral character who have 
received the Purple Heart for wounds 
received as a member of the U.S. 
Armed Forces or for those of any coun-
try during military combat against an 
armed enemy of the United States. 

The Military Order of the Purple 
Heart is a sterling organization that 
provides services to those brave Ameri-
cans who were wounded defending our 
country. The order also seeks to pro-
mote ‘‘patriotic allegiance to the 
United States, fidelity to the Constitu-
tion and laws of the United States, and 
the security of civil liberty and the 
permanence of free institutions.’’ And 
that’s all out of their mission. Its goals 
are ‘‘educational, fraternal, historical, 
and patriotic, perpetuating the prin-
ciples of liberty and justice which have 
created the United States.’’ In short, 
Mr. Speaker, the Military Order of the 
Purple Heart upholds many of the pil-
lars of American exceptionalism. 

Parents or lineal descendants of per-
sons eligible to be active members can 
be associate members of the order. The 
order has requested that its charter be 
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amended so that siblings and spouses of 
members can also become associate 
members. 

I am pleased that H.R. 1119, the Pur-
ple Heart Family Equity Act of 2007, as 
amended by the Judiciary Committee, 
provides that spouses and siblings of 
persons eligible to be active members 
of the Military Order of the Purple 
Heart can become associate members. 

If I just look at the bill for the sake 
of clarity, Mr. Speaker, the current law 
is parents and lineal descendants. This 
strikes parents and lineal descendants 
and replaces it with the parents, 
spouse, and lineal descendants. This is 
something that has been agreed to and 
promoted by the members of the Mili-
tary Order of the Purple Heart, by Re-
publicans and Democrats in the Judici-
ary Committee. I do not recall opposi-
tion to this. I believe one could say 
that it is clearly without opposition, 
perhaps unanimous on the Judiciary 
Committee. 

I urge adoption of H.R. 1119. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I would like to yield 4 min-
utes to the author of the bill, my col-
league from California, Congress-
woman DAVIS. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to thank my colleague from 
California as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I was honored for the 
opportunity to introduce the Purple 
Heart Equity Act along with Rep-
resentative VIRGINIA FOXX, Minority 
Whip ROY BLUNT, Chairman JOHN MUR-
THA, and a number of other bipartisan 
sponsors. We came together, and this is 
a unanimous bill because honoring the 
women who have won the Purple Heart 
is something that we can all stand be-
hind. 

As commander of the Continental 
Army, as has been mentioned, George 
Washington wanted to recognize sol-
diers whose sacrifices and distinction 
forwarded the cause of independence. 
As a result, he created the Military 
Merit. He also designed the award, 
shaped it like a heart in the color pur-
ple. And after the Revolutionary War, 
this award was actually abandoned. 
But in honor of the bicentennial of 
Washington’s birth, President Herbert 
Hoover revived the award in 1932, and 
it maintained its original design and 
became more known today, of course, 
as the Purple Heart. 

In that same year the Military Order 
of the Purple Heart formed with the 
mission of fostering a positive environ-
ment among wounded veterans as well 
as providing services to all veterans 
and their families. But when the orga-
nization was federally chartered in 
1958, few women actually had won the 
Purple Heart. So, under the current 
law, male members today can invite 
their wives to join the Ladies Auxiliary 
of the Purple Heart, but there is no 
place in this organization for the hus-
bands of female members. 

So that’s why H.R. 1119 is important 
today, because it adds the word 

‘‘spouses’’ to the Federal Charter of the 
Military Order of the Purple Heart. 
And with this small update, the hus-
bands of female members will have the 
option of joining the organization just 
as the wives do. 

Just a little bit more history, Mr. 
Speaker. The first woman to be award-
ed the Purple Heart was Lieutenant 
Annie G. Fox after she was killed in 
the attack on Pearl Harbor. Since 
then, the Military Order of the Purple 
Heart has identified at least 97 female 
Purple Heart recipients who have 
joined the organization. 

It has been 66 years since Lieutenant 
Fox earned the award, and now it is 
time, certainly time, that we act to 
fully honor the courageous women who 
are bestowed with the Purple Heart. 
H.R. 1119 honors and recognizes these 
brave women and future recipients of 
the Purple Heart. This is the least, cer-
tainly, we can do for the women who 
sacrifice for our country. 

And, finally, H.R. 1119 will allow the 
siblings of all who belong to the orga-
nization to join as associate members. 

By passing this legislation today, we 
certainly honor every family whose son 
or daughter or sister or brother has 
won the distinguished Purple Heart. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge support for this bipar-
tisan bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1119, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend title 36, 
United States Code, to revise the con-
gressional charter of the Military 
Order of the Purple Heart of the United 
States of America, Incorporated, to au-
thorize associate membership in the 
corporation for the spouse and siblings 
of a recipient of the Purple Heart 
medal.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

KENDELL FREDERICK 
CITIZENSHIP ASSISTANCE ACT 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 2884) to assist 
members of the Armed Forces in ob-
taining United States citizenship, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2884 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Kendell Fred-
erick Citizenship Assistance Act’’. 

SEC. 2. FINGERPRINTS FOR MEMBERS OF ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, including section 552a of title 
5, United States Code (commonly referred to as 
the ‘‘Privacy Act of 1974’’), the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall use the fingerprints 
provided by an individual at the time the indi-
vidual enlisted in the Armed Forces to satisfy 
any requirement for fingerprints that is part of 
an application for naturalization if— 

(1) the individual may be naturalized pursu-
ant to section 328 or 329 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1439–1440); 

(2) the individual was fingerprinted in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Department of 
Defense at the time the individual enlisted in 
the Armed Forces; 

(3) the individual submits an application for 
naturalization not later than 24 months after 
the date on which the individual enlisted in the 
Armed Forces; and 

(4) the Secretary of Homeland Security deter-
mines that the fingerprints are sufficient to ad-
judicate the applicant’s naturalization applica-
tion. 

(b) MOST TIMELY AND EFFECTIVE ADJUDICA-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall preclude an 
individual described in subsection (a) from sub-
mitting new fingerprints to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security. If the Secretary of Home-
land Security determines that submitting new 
fingerprints would result in more timely and ef-
fective adjudication of the individual’s natu-
ralization application, the Secretary shall in-
form the individual that submitting new finger-
prints would result in more timely and effective 
adjudication of the individual’s naturalization 
application, along with a description of how to 
submit new fingerprints. 

(c) COOPERATION.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Defense, shall determine the format of 
fingerprints acceptable for usage under sub-
section (a). The Secretary of Defense, or any 
other official having custody of the fingerprints 
referred to in subsection (a), shall make such 
prints available to the Secretary of Homeland 
Security for the purpose described in subsection 
(a) without charge and shall otherwise cooper-
ate with the Secretary of Homeland Security in 
fulfilling the Secretary’s satisfaction of the re-
quirement under subsection (a). 
SEC. 3. PROVISION OF INFORMATION ON MILI-

TARY NATURALIZATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days after 

the effective date of any modification to a regu-
lation related to naturalization under section 
328 or 329 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1439–1440), the Secretary of Home-
land Security shall update as necessary the ap-
propriate Internet site or sites maintained by the 
Secretary to reflect such modification. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of the 
Congress that the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity should update as necessary the appropriate 
application form or forms promulgated by the 
Secretary not later than 180 days after an effec-
tive date described in subsection (a). 
SEC. 4. REPORTS. 

(a) ADJUDICATION PROCESS.—Not later than 
120 days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report on the entire process 
for the adjudication of an application for natu-
ralization filed pursuant to section 328 or 329 of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1439–1440), including the process that begins at 
the time the application is mailed to, or received 
by, the Secretary of Homeland Security, regard-
less of whether the Secretary determines that 
such application is complete, through the final 
disposition of such application. Such report 
shall include a description of— 

(1) the methods of the Secretary of Homeland 
Security and the Secretary of Defense to pre-
pare, handle, and adjudicate such applications; 
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(2) the effectiveness of the chain of authority, 

supervision, and training of employees of the 
Federal Government or of other entities, includ-
ing contract employees, who have any role in 
such process or adjudication; and 

(3) the ability of the Secretary of Homeland 
Security and the Secretary of Defense to use 
technology to facilitate or accomplish any as-
pect of such process or adjudication. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of the 

United States shall conduct a study on the im-
plementation of this Act by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De-
fense, including studying any technology that 
may be used to improve the efficiency of the 
naturalization process for members of the Armed 
Forces. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date that the Comptroller General submits the 
report required by subsection (a), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report on the study 
required by paragraph (1). The report shall in-
clude any recommendations of the Comptroller 
General for improving the implementation of 
this Act by the Secretary of Homeland Security 
or the Secretary of Defense. 

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate congressional committees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) and the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

H.R. 2884, the Kendell Frederick Citi-
zenship Assistance Act, pays tribute to 
the memory of 21-year-old Army Re-
serve Specialist Kendell K. Frederick, 
who was killed in Iraq while attempt-
ing to become an American citizen. 

Specialist Frederick was born in 
Trinidad and immigrated to the United 
States when he was 15 to join his moth-
er, stepfather, and two sisters. He at-
tended Randallstown Senior High in 
Baltimore County, Maryland, where he 
joined the school’s ROTC program. 
Specialist Frederick enlisted in the 
Army Reserve in his senior year and 
was deployed to Iraq in December of 
2004. As he was serving our country, 
Specialist Frederick sought to apply 
for U.S. citizenship; yet one bureau-
cratic hurdle after another delayed his 
application. 

First, the U.S. Citizenship and Immi-
gration Service failed to route his ap-
plication to the unit that processed 
naturalization applications for mem-

bers of the military. That agency then 
rejected his application for failure to 
pay an application filing fee, despite 
the fact that active military personnel 
applying for U.S. citizenship do not 
need to pay a filing fee. 

Thereafter, this agency directed Spe-
cialist Frederick to get his fingerprints 
taken in Maryland, despite the obvious 
fact that he was deployed in Iraq at the 
time. Also, he had recently had his fin-
gerprints taken and undergone a back-
ground check when he enlisted in the 
Army Reserve. When his mother called 
the agency’s ‘‘help line,’’ she was told 
that there was nothing that could be 
done. 

After trying for more than a year to 
become a U.S. citizen and having his 
application rejected and delayed as a 
result of various bureaucratic failings, 
Specialist Frederick was forced to 
travel on a convoy to a base where he 
could get his fingerprints taken for his 
naturalization application. Tragically, 
he was killed en route by a roadside 
bomb. Specialist Frederick was post-
humously granted U.S. citizenship a 
week after his death. 

H.R. 2884 would remove unnecessary 
procedural hurdles like the one Spe-
cialist Frederick faced for naturaliza-
tion applicants who are serving or who 
have recently served in the military. It 
would require the Department of 
Homeland Security to use the finger-
prints provided by military naturaliza-
tion applicants at the time of their en-
listment in the Armed Forces if the ap-
plicants were fingerprinted in accord-
ance with DOD requirements, if the 
naturalization applications are filed 
within 24 months of enlistment, and if 
the fingerprints are deemed sufficient 
by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity for naturalization purposes. 

The bill would require DHS to inform 
a member of the armed services apply-
ing for naturalization when submitting 
new fingerprints would result in a more 
timely and effective adjudication of 
the naturalization application along 
with the description of how to submit 
the new fingerprints. 

It would also ensure that the DOD 
complies with the requirements of this 
bill so that fingerprints they hold are 
sent to DHS. It would clarify the time 
frame in which DHS is required to pub-
licize changes in regulations and forms 
regarding the naturalization of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces. And, finally, 
it would promote accountability by re-
quiring the GAO to report on the natu-
ralization process for Armed Forces 
members. 

Approximately 35,000 lawful perma-
nent residents are currently serving in 
our Armed Forces. More than 13,000 
noncitizen members of the military 
have applied for U.S. citizenship since 
2002. 

This is an excellent bill that will help 
ensure that from now on, American 
soldiers do not face the kinds of unnec-
essary and unreasonable hurdles to 
American citizenship that cost Spe-
cialist Frederick his life. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill and would note that this was 
passed unanimously out of the House 
Judiciary Committee. I urge my col-
leagues, again, to support the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, Specialist Kendell Fred-
erick was a 21-year-old U.S. Army sol-
dier serving in Iraq. He dreamed of be-
coming an American citizen. He was 
born in Trinidad and came to this 
country when he was 15 years old. Spe-
cialist Frederick joined ROTC while in 
high school, and he joined the Army 
after he graduated. 

I want to make the point about how 
important ROTC is in the recruitment 
of our military personnel and having 
that available at the high school and 
also at the college level. And I reflect, 
as mention was made in the previous 
debate about the Purple Heart and 
George Washington, the historians that 
I talk to point out to me that George 
Washington most likely received his 
commission to command the Conti-
nental Army outside the gates of Har-
vard near the commons. And it’s inter-
esting also that the ROTC recruiters 
aren’t allowed on that campus. But 
they were allowed on the campus that 
recruited Specialist Kendell Frederick. 

On October 19, 2005, very sadly, 
Kendell Frederick was killed by a road-
side bomb while traveling in a convoy 
to a base. He was granted U.S. citizen-
ship posthumously, but he never knew 
that he was an American citizen. Trag-
ically, the very reason that he was in 
the convoy that day was to get 
fingerprinted in order to achieve his 
dream of citizenship. 

He had been trying to become an 
American citizen for over a year, hav-
ing started the process while he was in 
training. His mother and his sergeant 
in Iraq tried to help him, but they 
didn’t know the rules. His efforts to be-
come a citizen were thwarted by bu-
reaucratic misinformation and other 
obstacles. 

Although he was fighting for our 
country in Iraq, he was told that he 
had to have his fingerprints retaken in 
Maryland. When his mother called 1– 
800–IMMIGRATION, a USCIS, that is, 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices, hotline for immigration assist-
ance and tried to explain that he was 
fighting in the war and could not come 
home to Baltimore to be fingerprinted, 
she was told that there was nothing 
that they could do. Not a very good an-
swer from a government that has peo-
ple who put their lives on the line for 
our freedom. 

This is wrong, Mr. Speaker. And it is 
intolerable that our soldiers are unable 
to get correct information, particu-
larly with regard to the citizenship 
that they fight to defend. They should 
be given every possible assistance in 
applying for citizenship. 

H.R. 2884 provides that a soldier who 
submits a naturalization application 
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within 24 months of enlistment can 
have that application process using the 
fingerprints that were taken at the 
time of enlistment. This is a very sim-
ple, very commonsense solution, and 
it’s too bad that Congress has to take 
action on this to get this kind of a 
thing done, but it is dealt with the 
kind of compassion for patriotism that 
I think reflects the Members of this 
Congress, both sides of the aisle, and 
the people of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 
H.R. 2884 to honor Specialist Frederick 
and all of our permanent resident 
servicemembers who seek citizenship. 

b 1315 
I urge my colleagues to support this 

bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I would like to recognize the 
author of this bill, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS), for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. To Chairwoman 
LOFGREN, I want to thank you for your 
leadership. And certainly to Chairman 
CONYERS and the ranking member and 
ranking member of the subcommittee, 
I want to thank all of you for getting 
this bill to the floor. Finally, I want to 
thank the professional staff on the Ju-
diciary Subcommittee on Immigration 
for working so diligently with my staff 
to bring this legislation again to the 
floor of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the Kendell Frederick 
Citizenship Assistance Act truly is a 
step towards correcting and honoring 
our non-citizen servicemembers, many 
of whom continue to serve in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. It is appropriate, there-
fore, that we consider this legislation 
as we approach Veterans Day, honoring 
all who have risked their lives to pro-
tect our own. 

I introduced the Kendell Frederick 
Citizenship Assistance Act to ensure 
that those who are willing to fight re-
lentlessly on the battlefield to protect 
our great Nation do not have to also 
battle through a drawn-out citizenship 
process. Specifically, H.R. 2884 will as-
sist our noncitizen servicemen and 
-women on the road to citizenship by 
making the following needed adjust-
ments: 

Requiring the United States Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to use the 
fingerprints taken by the Defense De-
partment at induction for citizen appli-
cations; 

Requiring noncitizen military 
servicemembers to submit their citi-
zenship applications within 24 hours of 
enlistment; 

Requiring the Department of Defense 
and DHS to determine a single accept-
able format for fingerprint submission; 

Requiring DHS to update appropriate 
application forms for naturalization, 
the instruction and guidebook for ob-
taining naturalization, and the DHS 
Web site when naturalization proce-
dures pertaining to members of the 
Armed Forces are changed; and 

Ensuring efficiency and account-
ability to Congress by requiring the 
Government Accountability Office to 
report on DHS’s training of personnel, 
methods and effectiveness in adjudi-
cating applications by members of the 
Armed Forces. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation honors 
the memory of a young man from my 
district, 21-year-old Army Reserve Spe-
cialist Kendell K. Frederick. He was a 
resident of Baltimore County and a na-
tive of Trinidad who was stationed in 
Iraq and died while trying to journey 
to another post in order to meet the 
citizenship application fingerprinting 
requirement. In other words, if he 
didn’t have to go through the changes 
that he went through, he probably 
would still be with us today. And one 
of the interesting things that was men-
tioned a little bit earlier, he was part 
of the ROTC process, but he was also a 
young man, when he entered the mili-
tary, he entered and made agreement 
to serve in the military for 8 years. I 
mean, even knowing that there was a 
war going on, he bravely said, I want to 
serve my country. And he claimed this 
as his country and still went out there 
and fought, but he wasn’t even a cit-
izen yet of our country. 

Namely, after trying for more than a 
year to become a citizen and having his 
application delayed at least five times 
due to miscommunication and misin-
formation in processing his finger-
prints, keep in mind the reason why he 
was killed was he was on his way try-
ing to get his fingerprints done over 
there in Iraq, Specialist Frederick had 
no choice but to travel with a convoy 
to a base to resolve this issue. Unfortu-
nately, he was killed on the way by a 
roadside bomb, never realizing his 
dream of becoming an American cit-
izen. And the interesting thing is that 
he was in the last vehicle of the con-
voy. 

Mr. Speaker, Specialist Frederick 
embraced a Nation that had failed to 
fully embrace him by honoring him 
with citizenship during his lifetime. 
And it’s interesting I think that it was 
a day or so after he died, then they 
gave him citizenship. That is why I 
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of 
H.R. 2884 to make certain that no other 
soldier who wants to be a citizen will 
have to jump through unnecessary bu-
reaucratic hoops. These outstanding 
noncitizen soldiers such as Specialist 
Frederick have made the choice to give 
voluntarily to our Nation by fighting 
the terrorist groups that threaten us, 
putting their lives on the line, sacri-
ficing their blood, their sweat, their 
tears, and their lives. 

I urge my colleagues to please vote in 
favor of this legislation. I know his 
mother is watching, and I know that 
she will be very moved. This is some-
thing that has been a long journey for 
her. And with that, I thank the 
gentlelady for your courtesy. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume just for a brief conclusion for 
this. 

I want to thank my colleagues for 
their work on this. I thank the gen-
tleman for coming to the floor to speak 
up and speak on behalf of Kendell Fred-
erick and the memory and the legacy 
that he leaves here for us in this coun-
try; one of many who stepped forward 
to defend this country; one of, trag-
ically, too many who lost their lives. 
And his life has contributed in a num-
ber of ways, one of them being the free-
dom that he helped to protect and the 
safety and security of the American 
people, and another, always this legacy 
of this bureaucratic snafu that will, I 
pray, forever be straightened out by 
this bill, the Kendell Frederick bill. 

So I urge adoption of this bill, and I 
thank my colleagues. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I would just close by noting 
that the mishandling of this applica-
tion is just infuriating to read through 
what happened and to have lost this 
young man who volunteered for our 
service in such a way is so distressful. 
But I think we can take a stand by sup-
porting this bill named in Kendell 
Frederick’s honor to make sure this 
does not happen to another serviceman 
or servicewoman and also that his fam-
ily can know that in addition to serv-
ing in Iraq, he served as a model for a 
change in the law and that they may 
take some comfort with that. 

So I urge passage of the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2884, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SMALL BUSINESS PROGRAMS ACT 
OF 2007 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3866) to reauthorize certain 
programs under the Small Business Act 
for each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3866 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Small Business Programs Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Reauthorization of small business 

programs. 
Sec. 3. BusinessLINC grants reauthoriza-

tion. 
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Sec. 4. Small Business Development Center 

Program reauthorization. 
Sec. 5. Women’s Business Center Program 

reauthorization. 
Sec. 6. HUBZone reauthorization. 
Sec. 7. Office of Veterans Business Develop-

ment reauthorization. 
Sec. 8. Advisory Committee on Veterans 

Business Affairs extension. 
Sec. 9. National Women’s Business Council 

reauthorization. 
SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF SMALL BUSINESS 

PROGRAMS. 
Section 20 of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 631 note) is amended— 
(1) by striking subsections (b), (d), and (j); 
(2) by redesignating subsections (c) and (e) 

as (b) and (c), respectively; 
(3) in subsection (b) (as so redesignated; 

disaster mitigation pilot program) by strik-
ing ‘‘2005’’ and ‘‘2006’’ and inserting ‘‘2008’’ 
and ‘‘2009’’, respectively; and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(d) FISCAL YEAR 2008.— 
‘‘(1) PROGRAM LEVELS.—The following pro-

gram levels are authorized for fiscal year 
2008: 

‘‘(A) For the programs authorized by this 
Act, the Administration is authorized to 
make— 

‘‘(i) $80,000,000 in technical assistance 
grants, as provided in section 7(m); and 

‘‘(ii) $110,000,000 in direct loans, as provided 
in 7(m). 

‘‘(B) For the programs authorized by this 
Act, the Administration is authorized to 
make $29,300,000,000 in deferred participation 
loans and other financings. Of such sum, the 
Administration is authorized to make— 

‘‘(i) $20,000,000,000 in general business 
loans, as provided in section 7(a); 

‘‘(ii) $8,500,000,000 in certified development 
company financings, as provided in section 
7(a)(13) and as provided in section 504 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958; 

‘‘(iii) $750,000,000 in loans, as provided in 
section 7(a)(21); and 

‘‘(iv) $50,000,000 in loans, as provided in sec-
tion 7(m). 

‘‘(C) For the programs authorized by title 
III of the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, the Administration is authorized to 
make $4,000,000,000 in guarantees of deben-
tures. 

‘‘(D) For the programs authorized by part 
B of title IV of the Small Business Invest-
ment Act of 1958, the Administration is au-
thorized to enter into guarantees not to ex-
ceed $6,000,000,000, of which not more than 50 
percent may be in bonds approved pursuant 
to section 411(a)(3) of that Act. 

‘‘(E) The Administration is authorized to 
make grants or enter into cooperative agree-
ments for a total amount of $7,000,000 for the 
Service Corps of Retired Executives program 
authorized by section 8(b)(1). 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATION.—There are 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin-
istration for fiscal year 2008 $20,000,000 to 
carry out the PRIME program. 

‘‘(e) FISCAL YEAR 2009.— 
‘‘(1) PROGRAM LEVELS.—The following pro-

gram levels are authorized for fiscal year 
2009: 

‘‘(A) For the programs authorized by this 
Act, the Administration is authorized to 
make— 

‘‘(i) $90,000,000 in technical assistance 
grants, as provided in section 7(m); and 

‘‘(ii) $120,000,000 in direct loans, as provided 
in 7(m). 

‘‘(B) For the programs authorized by this 
Act, the Administration is authorized to 
make $29,800,000,000 in deferred participation 
loans and other financings. Of such sum, the 
Administration is authorized to make— 

‘‘(i) $20,000,000,000 in general business 
loans, as provided in section 7(a); 

‘‘(ii) $9,000,000,000 in certified development 
company financings, as provided in section 
7(a)(13) and as provided in section 504 of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958; 

‘‘(iii) $750,000,000 in loans, as provided in 
section 7(a)(21); and 

‘‘(iv) $50,000,000 in loans, as provided in sec-
tion 7(m). 

‘‘(C) For the programs authorized by title 
III of the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, the Administration is authorized to 
make $4,000,000,000 in guarantees of deben-
tures. 

‘‘(D) For the programs authorized by part 
B of title IV of the Small Business Invest-
ment Act of 1958, the Administration is au-
thorized to enter into guarantees not to ex-
ceed $6,000,000,000, of which not more than 50 
percent may be in bonds approved pursuant 
to section 411(a)(3) of that Act. 

‘‘(E) The Administration is authorized to 
make grants or enter into cooperative agree-
ments for a total amount of $7,000,000 for the 
Service Corps of Retired Executives program 
authorized by section 8(b)(1). 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATION.—There are 
authorized to be appropriated to the Admin-
istration for fiscal year 2009 $20,000,000 to 
carry out the PRIME program.’’. 
SEC. 3. BUSINESSLINC GRANTS REAUTHORIZA-

TION. 
Section 8(n) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 637(n)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘$6,600,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$7,000,000’’; and 
(2) by striking ‘‘2001 through 2006’’ and in-

serting ‘‘2008 and 2009’’. 
SEC. 4. SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

PROGRAM REAUTHORIZATION. 
Section 21(a)(4)(C)(vii) of the Small Busi-

ness Act (15 U.S.C. 648(a)(4)(C)(vii)) is amend-
ed by striking subclauses (I) and (II) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(I) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(II) $145,000,000 for fiscal year 2009.’’. 

SEC. 5. WOMEN’S BUSINESS CENTER PROGRAM 
REAUTHORIZATION. 

Section 29(k) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 656(k)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out this section— 

‘‘(A) $17,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(B) $17,500,000 for fiscal year 2009.’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking clauses 

(i) through (iv) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) For fiscal year 2008, 1.5 percent. 
‘‘(ii) For fiscal year 2009, 1.5 percent.’’. 

SEC. 6. HUBZONE REAUTHORIZATION. 
Section 31(d) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 657a) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$20,000,000’’; and 
(2) by striking ‘‘2004 through 2006’’ and in-

serting ‘‘2008 and 2009’’. 
SEC. 7. OFFICE OF VETERANS BUSINESS DEVEL-

OPMENT REAUTHORIZATION. 
Section 32(c) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 657b(c)) is amended by striking para-
graphs (1) and (2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(2) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2009.’’. 

SEC. 8. ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON VETERANS 
BUSINESS AFFAIRS EXTENSION. 

(a) EXTENSION OF TERMINATION DATE.—Sec-
tion 203(h) of the Veterans Entrepreneurship 
and Small Business Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106–50; 15 U.S.C. 657b note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2006’’ 
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2009’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 33(h) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 657c(h)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2006’’ and 
inserting ‘‘October 1, 2009’’. 

SEC. 9. NATIONAL WOMEN’S BUSINESS COUNCIL 
REAUTHORIZATION. 

Section 410(a) of the Women’s Business 
Ownership Act of 1988 (Public Law 100–533; 15 
U.S.C. 7110(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘2001 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2008 and 2009’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, our economy is con-
stantly evolving and changing. For this 
Nation’s 27 million small firms to be 
successful, our economic policies must 
be adjusted accordingly. 

While we have made great strides in 
this Congress to make sure the needs of 
small business owners are met, H.R. 
3866 is the final step in reauthorizing 
small business assistance programs, en-
suring the success and growth of small 
firms. 

Today, entrepreneurs are faced with 
many challenges. They must compete 
in a global marketplace, deal with ris-
ing energy and health care costs, and 
find ways to access affordable capital. 
To alleviate many of these burdens, we 
have passed initiatives in this Congress 
that provide the overall tools for entre-
preneurial success. We have passed leg-
islation that lowers the cost of loans 
and gives minorities greater access to 
SBA programs. 

Through H.R. 3567, SBA’s investment 
programs were improved and a new 
source of equity capital was open to en-
trepreneurs through angel investment. 
Also, small business contracting pro-
grams has been modernized, account-
ability has been increased, and fraud 
has been reduced. This makes sure 
small firms have fair access to the Fed-
eral marketplace and allows them to 
continue growing their companies and 
creating jobs. 

In the aftermath of Hurricane 
Katrina, entrepreneurs were faced with 
delays in disaster loans, overwhelming 
amounts of paperwork, and a lengthy 
application process leaving them frus-
trated and discouraged. The RECOVER 
Act ensures that the SBA is prepared, 
has a large, well-trained disaster re-
sponse workforce, and that delays and 
poor service encountered by victims of 
hurricanes do not happen again. 

While critical, these initiatives are 
just the first step. The Small Business 
Programs Act of 2007 provides the vehi-
cle for SBA’s small business assistance 
programs to run and meet the needs of 
entrepreneurs in our changing econ-
omy. Most importantly, it gives the 
SBA the necessary resources to con-
tinue helping small businesses start 
and expand. 

H.R. 3866 extends SBA’s small busi-
ness assistance programs for the next 2 
years. Also, this bill provides the nec-
essary authority for the SBA to carry 
out its lending and venture capital pro-
grams, ensuring SBA’s initiatives are 
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the premier lending tools for entre-
preneurs. 

The SBA and its programs are vital 
to assisting small businesses across 
this country. Along with the Small 
Business Development Centers, Women 
Business Centers, and SCORE, the SBA 
has worked to meet the rising demand 
for services at a time when their budg-
et continues to decrease. 

These programs have a proven track 
record of success, but they require suf-
ficient resources to be able to evolve 
and modernize. Clearly, in order for 
small firms to adapt to changing eco-
nomic conditions, small business as-
sistance programs must be adjusted. 
There is no larger job creator or great-
er impact on local communities in this 
country than small firms. 

H.R. 3866 arms small business assist-
ance programs with the tools that 
allow entrepreneurs to continue spur-
ring economic growth. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to vote 
for the Small Business Programs Act of 
2007. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, I rise in support 
of the request to suspend the rules and 
pass H.R. 3866, the SBA Programs Act 
of 2007. 

I would like to thank Chairwoman 
VELÁZQUEZ for working in a coopera-
tive and bipartisan manner to bring 
this bill to the House floor today. 

The bill we are considering today is a 
highly technical bill, but one of the 
Small Business Committee’s legislative 
obligations. 

The financing programs in the Small 
Business Act and the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958 rely on lending 
by the private sector. Lenders are pro-
tected by guarantees issued by the 
SBA, promising repayment if the small 
business borrower fails. Congress must 
impose limits on the authority of the 
SBA to issue such guarantees. H.R. 3866 
establishes limits that will enable the 
program to operate even if there is un-
expected demand. 

Given the current credit crunch, it is 
certainly possible that the SBA will 
have a spike in demand. The limits 
adopted in this bill will ensure that, 
unlike in some prior years, the pro-
gram will not be the subject of oper-
ational restrictions. 

I want to point out that supporting 
these limits will have no budgetary im-
pact. The SBA’s guaranteed loan, cer-
tified development company, and de-
benture small business investment 
company programs also operate at zero 
subsidy. That means the programs re-
quire no appropriation, and losses are 
covered by fees charged to lenders and 
borrowers. Maintaining this zero sub-
sidy still enables Congress to provide 
for significant expansion of the author-
ization in order to meet demand, while 
protecting taxpayers. 

The microloan programs, which helps 
entrepreneurs in many low-income 

areas and is a valuable job creation 
tool for a modest investment by the 
government, also receives an increase 
in lending authority. 

b 1330 

Given the value of the program, I be-
lieve that the modest increase more 
than pays for itself in providing jobs 
and developing the entrepreneurial cul-
ture that continues to maintain the 
economic viability of this Nation. 

In addition, the committee must pro-
vide authorization levels for the Small 
Business Development Center program. 
The allocation of funds to various cen-
ters is based in part on a comparison of 
funds appropriated to funds authorized. 
Without an authorization level, the 
funding formula cannot work. It also is 
important to point out that the au-
thorization level for the SBDCs is in-
creased by around 31⁄2 percent. This in-
crease takes into account inflation and 
the administration’s request that the 
centers provide even more counseling. 
The other major entrepreneurial out-
reach program of the SBA, the Wom-
en’s Business Center program, receives 
an increase of around 17 percent. Now, 
while this may at first seem like a lot, 
the authorization in this bill rep-
resents the first time in nearly 8 years 
that the Women’s Business Center au-
thorization levels have been set thus 
representing an adjustment in align 
with inflation. 

Similarly, the PRIME program, 
which provides additional technical as-
sistance to microloan borrowers, has 
not received an authorization level 
since 1999. The authorization of $20 mil-
lion in this bill represents an increase 
of $625,000 per year, or just enough, 
again, to keep up with inflation. I want 
to point out that the SBA requested a 
budget increase to cover inflation in-
cluding the rapid rise in the cost of en-
ergy. It is only fair to authorize a simi-
lar modest increase for SBA’s entrepre-
neurial outreach in education pro-
grams. 

Other authorizations in this bill also 
represent either level funding, such as 
the SCORE program and the drug-free 
workplace program or represent very 
modest increases from prior authoriza-
tion levels such as the $400,000 increase 
in funding for BusinessLINC, a valu-
able program that helps small busi-
nesses find contracts to supply large 
businesses with goods and services. 

Two programs received significant 
boosts in authorization levels, the Of-
fice of Veterans Affairs and the 
HUBZone programs. In time of war, it 
is important that we provide assistance 
to our veterans. That includes ensuring 
that they have the tools necessary to 
integrate into civilian life through en-
trepreneurship. On a percentage basis, 
the authorization increase for the pro-
gram is significant, but the dollar 
value is a modest $2 million. Given the 
sacrifices our veterans have made, this 
represents only a modest down pay-
ment on the debt we owe to them, our 
veterans. 

As for the HUBZone program, the in-
crease arises from the efforts of the 
committee to ensure that only firms 
eligible for participation in the pro-
gram receive Federal Government con-
tracts. This requires additional onsite 
verification and thus represents the 
committee’s view to the appropriators 
to significantly increase funding in 
that area. 

Again, I would like to thank Chair-
woman VELÁZQUEZ. Although there are 
significant philosophical differences 
between Members, I think the past 
year has demonstrated what can hap-
pen when this body tries to work 
through those differences without acri-
mony or questioning of the motives of 
the other side. Much can be accom-
plished for the American public, and 
that is what the people elected us to 
do. So I want to, again, commend the 
chairwoman for her willingness to 
work in a bipartisan manner not only 
in this bill but many bills that we have 
dealt with in the past. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further speakers, and I am pre-
pared to close if the gentleman is pre-
pared to close. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close. I have no other speak-
ers. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back my time. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no question 
that today’s economic environment is 
increasingly difficult for small firms to 
thrive in. We have seen record highs in 
gas prices, unmanageable health care 
costs and barriers in the way of access-
ing affordable capital. Now, more than 
ever, small businesses need assistance 
programs they can rely on that are 
well-equipped to meet their needs. 
With the Small Business Programs Act 
of 2007 that is exactly what we are giv-
ing entrepreneurs. 

This legislation ensures that our 
Nations’s 27 million entrepreneurs have 
access to the business development as-
sistance that they need and deserve. 
These firms employ one half of our 
workforce, spur economic development 
and revitalize our communities. When 
their businesses are growing and flour-
ishing, the benefits are felt across the 
country. 

With the passage of H.R. 3866, we set 
program levels for SBA’s entrepre-
neurial assistance initiatives, updating 
and modernizing them. The primary 
role of the SBA is to help entre-
preneurs who have the drive but need 
assistance. It is clear that small firms 
play a crucial role in our economy. By 
ensuring that these businesses have 
current and sufficient assistance, we 
are investing in our communities, help-
ing to create jobs, and benefiting the 
Nation as a whole. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
to thank Ranking Member CHABOT for 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:41 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06NO7.063 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12776 November 6, 2007 
your collaboration for us to work to-
gether in a responsible way, to follow 
regular order, and I am very proud that 
every time that we have considered 
legislation, we have done so in a very 
inclusive, open way and we can show 
results. With the passage of this bill, 
we have passed 15 bills through the 
House of Representatives. I am very 
proud of that product. It shows the 
things that can be done when we re-
spect each other despite our dif-
ferences. But we show the American 
public that we are willing to work to-
gether on their behalf. 

I also would like to take an oppor-
tunity to thank the staff that worked 
on this legislation from the Small 
Business Committee majority staff, 
Tim Slattery and Michael Day, and 
from the minority staff, Barry Pineles, 
Kevin Fitzpatrick and Mike Smullen. I 
strongly urge my colleagues to vote for 
H.R. 3866, the Small Business Programs 
Act of 2007. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 3866, 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3866, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 2(a)1 of rule IX, I rise to 
give notice of my intent to raise a 
question of the privilege of the House. 

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Resolved, That Richard B. Cheney, Vice 
President of the United States, is impeached 
for high crimes and misdemeanors, and that 
the following articles of impeachment be ex-
hibited to the United States Senate: 

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the 
House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in the name of itself and 
of the people of the United States of Amer-
ica, against Richard B. Cheney, Vice Presi-
dent of the United States of America, in 
maintenance and support of its impeachment 
against him for high crimes and mis-
demeanors. 

ARTICLE I 
In his conduct while Vice President of the 

United States, Richard B. Cheney, in viola-

tion of his constitutional oath to faithfully 
execute the office of Vice President of the 
United States and, to the best of his ability, 
preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and in violation of 
his constitutional duty to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, has purposely 
manipulated the intelligence process to de-
ceive the citizens and Congress of the United 
States by fabricating a threat of Iraqi weap-
ons of mass destruction to justify the use of 
the United States Armed Forces against the 
nation of Iraq in a manner damaging to our 
national security interests, to wit: 

(1) Despite all evidence to the contrary, 
the Vice President actively and systemati-
cally sought to deceive the citizens and Con-
gress of the United States about an alleged 
threat of Iraqi weapons of mass destruction: 

(A) ‘We know they have biological and 
chemical weapons.’ March 17, 2002, Press 
Conference by Vice President Dick Cheney 
and His Highness Salman bin Hamad Al 
Khalifa, Crown Prince of Bahrain at Shaikh 
Hamad Palace. 

(B) ‘. . . and we know they are pursuing nu-
clear weapons.’ March 19, 2002, Press Briefing 
by Vice President Dick Cheney and Israeli 
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon in Jerusalem. 

(C) ‘And he is actively pursuing nuclear 
weapons at this time . . .’ March 24, 2002, 
CNN Late Edition interview with Vice Presi-
dent Cheney. 

(D) ‘We know he’s got chemicals and bio-
logical and we know he’s working on nu-
clear.’ May 19, 2002, NBC Meet the Press 
interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(E) ‘But we now know that Saddam has re-
sumed his efforts to acquire nuclear weapons 
. . . Simply stated, there is no doubt that 
Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass 
destruction. There is no doubt that he is 
amassing them to use against our friends, 
against our allies, and against us.’ August 26, 
2002, Speech of Vice President Cheney at 
VFW 103rd National Convention. 

(F) ‘Based on intelligence that’s becoming 
available, some of it has been made public, 
more of it hopefully will be, that he has in-
deed stepped up his capacity to produce and 
deliver biological weapons, that he has re-
constituted his nuclear program to develop a 
nuclear weapon, that there are efforts under 
way inside Iraq to significantly expand his 
capability.’ September 8, 2002, NBC Meet the 
Press interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(G) ‘He is, in fact, actively and aggres-
sively seeking to acquire nuclear weapons.’ 
September 8, 2002, NBC Meet the Press inter-
view with Vice President Cheney. 

(H) ‘And we believe he has, in fact, recon-
stituted nuclear weapons.’ March 16, 2003, 
NBC Meet the Press interview with Vice 
President Cheney. 

(2) Preceding the March 2003 invasion of 
Iraq the Vice President was fully informed 
that no legitimate evidence existed of weap-
ons of mass destruction in Iraq. The Vice 
President pressured the intelligence commu-
nity to change their findings to enable the 
deception of the citizens and Congress of the 
United States. 

(A) Vice President Cheney and his Chief of 
Staff, Lewis Libby, made multiple trips to 
the CIA in 2002 to question analysts studying 
Iraq’s weapons programs and alleged links to 
al Qaeda, creating an environment in which 
analysts felt they were being pressured to 
make their assessments fit with the Bush ad-
ministration’s policy objectives accounts. 

(B) Vice President Cheney sought out 
unverified and ultimately inaccurate raw in-
telligence to prove his preconceived beliefs. 
This strategy of cherry picking was em-
ployed to influence the interpretation of the 
intelligence. 

(3) The Vice President’s actions corrupted 
or attempted to corrupt the 2002 National In-

telligence Estimate, an intelligence docu-
ment issued on October 1, 2002, and carefully 
considered by Congress prior to the October 
10, 2002, vote to authorize the use of force. 
The Vice President’s actions prevented the 
necessary reconciliation of facts for the Na-
tional Intelligence Estimate which resulted 
in a high number of dissenting opinions from 
technical experts in two Federal agencies. 

(A) The State Department’s Bureau of In-
telligence and Research dissenting view in 
the October 2002 National Intelligence Esti-
mate stated ‘Lacking persuasive evidence 
that Baghdad has launched a coherent effort 
to reconstitute it’s nuclear weapons program 
INR is unwilling to speculate that such an 
effort began soon after the departure of UN 
inspectors or to project a timeline for the 
completion of activities it does not now see 
happening. As a result INR is unable to pre-
dict that Iraq could acquire a nuclear device 
or weapon.’. 

(B) The State Department’s Bureau of In-
telligence and Research dissenting view in 
the October 2002 National Intelligence Esti-
mate also stated that ‘Finally, the claims of 
Iraqi pursuit of natural uranium in Africa 
are, in INR’s assessment, highly dubious.’. 

(C) The State Department’s Bureau of In-
telligence and Research dissenting view in 
the October 2002 National Intelligence Esti-
mate references a Department of Energy 
opinion by stating that ‘INR accepts the 
judgment of technical experts at the US De-
partment of Energy (DOE) who have con-
cluded that the tubes Iraq seeks to acquire 
are poorly suited for use in gas centrifuges 
to be used for uranium enrichment and finds 
unpersuasive the arguments advanced by 
others to make the case that they are in-
tended for that purpose.’. 

The Vice President subverted the national 
security interests of the United States by 
setting the stage for the loss of more than 
3800 United States service members; the loss 
of more than 1 million innocent Iraqi citi-
zens since the United States invasion; the 
loss of approximately $500 billion in war 
costs which has increased our Federal debt; 
the loss of military readiness within the 
United States Armed Services due to over-
extension, lack of training and lack of equip-
ment; the loss of United States credibility in 
world affairs; and the decades of likely 
blowback created by the invasion of Iraq. 

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney has acted in a manner contrary to 
his trust as Vice President, and subversive of 
constitutional government, to the prejudice 
of the cause of law and justice and the mani-
fest injury of the people of the United 
States. Wherefore, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney, by such conduct, is guilty of an im-
peachable offense warranting removal from 
office. 

ARTICLE II 
In his conduct while Vice President of the 

United States, Richard B. Cheney, in viola-
tion of his constitutional oath to faithfully 
execute the office of Vice President of the 
United States and, to the best of his ability, 
preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and in violation of 
his constitutional duty to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, purposely ma-
nipulated the intelligence process to deceive 
the citizens and Congress of the United 
States about an alleged relationship between 
Iraq and al Qaeda in order to justify the use 
of the United States Armed Forces against 
the nation of Iraq in a manner damaging to 
our national security interests, to wit: 

(1) Despite all evidence to the contrary, 
the Vice President actively and systemati-
cally sought to deceive the citizens and the 
Congress of the United States about an al-
leged relationship between Iraq and al 
Qaeda: 
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(A) ‘His regime has had high-level contacts 

with Al Qaeda going back a decade and has 
provided training to Al Qaeda terrorists.’ De-
cember 2, 2002, Speech of Vice President Che-
ney at the Air National Guard Senior Lead-
ership Conference. 

(B) ‘His regime aids and protects terror-
ists, including members of Al Qaeda. He 
could decide secretly to provide weapons of 
mass destruction to terrorists for use 
against us.’ January 30, 2003, Speech of Vice 
President Cheney to 30th Political Action 
Conference in Arlington, Virginia. 

(C) ‘We know he’s out trying once again to 
produce nuclear weapons and we know that 
he has a long-standing relationship with var-
ious terrorist groups, including the Al Qaeda 
organization.’ March 16, 2003, NBC Meet the 
Press interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(D) ‘We learned more and more that there 
was a relationship between Iraq and Al 
Qaeda that stretched back through most of 
the decade of the ’90s, that it involved train-
ing, for example, on biological weapons and 
chemical weapons . . .’ September 14, 2003, 
NBC Meet the Press interview with Vice 
President Cheney. 

(E) ‘Al Qaeda had a base of operation there 
up in Northeastern Iraq where they ran a 
large poisons factory for attacks against Eu-
ropeans and U.S. forces.’ October 3, 2003, 
Speech of Vice President Cheney at Bush- 
Cheney ’04 Fundraiser in Iowa. 

(F) ‘He also had an established relationship 
with Al Qaeda providing training to Al 
Qaeda members in areas of poisons, gases, 
and conventional bombs.’ October 10, 2003, 
Speech of Vice President Cheney to the Her-
itage Foundation. 

(G) ‘Al Qaeda and the Iraqi intelligence 
services have worked together on a number 
of occasions.’ January 9, 2004, Rocky Moun-
tain News interview with Vice President 
Cheney. 

(H) ‘I think there’s overwhelming evidence 
that there was a connection between Al 
Qaeda and the Iraqi government.’ January 
22, 2004, NPR: Morning Edition interview 
with Vice President Cheney. 

(I) ‘First of all, on the question of—of 
whether or not there was any kind of rela-
tionship, there clearly was a relationship. 
It’s been testified to; the evidence is over-
whelming.’ June 17, 2004, CNBC: Capital Re-
port interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(2) Preceding the March 2003 invasion of 
Iraq the Vice President was fully informed 
that no credible evidence existed of a work-
ing relationship between Iraq and al Qaeda, a 
fact articulated in several official docu-
ments, including: 

(A) A classified Presidential Daily Briefing 
ten days after the September 11, 2001, at-
tacks indicating that the United States in-
telligence community had no evidence link-
ing Saddam Hussein to the September 11th 
attacks and that there was ‘scant credible 
evidence that Iraq had any significant col-
laborative ties with Al Qaeda’. 

(B) Defense Intelligence Terrorism Sum-
mary No. 044–02, issued in February 2002 by 
the United States Defense Intelligence Agen-
cy, which challenged the credibility of infor-
mation gleaned from captured al Qaeda lead-
er al-Libi. The DIA report also cast signifi-
cant doubt on the possibility of a Saddam 
Hussein-al-Qaeda conspiracy: ‘Saddam’s re-
gime is intensely secular and is wary of Is-
lamic revolutionary movements. Moreover, 
Baghdad is unlikely to provide assistance to 
a group it cannot control.’. 

(C) A January 2003 British intelligence 
classified report on Iraq that concluded that 
‘there are no current links between the Iraqi 
regime and the al-Qaeda network’. 

The Vice President subverted the national 
security interests of the United States by 
setting the stage for the loss of more than 

3,800 United States service members; the loss 
of more than 1 million innocent Iraqi citi-
zens since the United States invasion; the 
loss of approximately $500 billion in war 
costs which has increased our Federal debt; 
the loss of military readiness within the 
United States Armed Services due to over-
extension, lack of training and lack of equip-
ment; the loss of United States credibility in 
world affairs; and the decades of likely 
blowback created by the invasion of Iraq. 

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney has acted in a manner contrary to 
his trust as Vice President, and subversive of 
constitutional government, to the prejudice 
of the cause of law and justice and the mani-
fest injury of the people of the United 
States. Wherefore, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney, by such conduct, is guilty of an im-
peachable offense warranting removal from 
office. 

ARTICLE III 
In his conduct while Vice President of the 

United States, Richard B. Cheney, in viola-
tion of his constitutional oath to faithfully 
execute the office of Vice President of the 
United States and, to the best of his ability, 
preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and in violation of 
his constitutional duty to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, has openly 
threatened aggression against the Republic 
of Iran absent any real threat to the United 
States, and done so with the United States 
proven capability to carry out such threats, 
thus undermining the national security of 
the United States, to wit: 

(1) Despite no evidence that Iran has the 
intention or the capability of attacking the 
United States and despite the turmoil cre-
ated by United States invasion of Iraq, the 
Vice President has openly threatened aggres-
sion against Iran as evidenced by the fol-
lowing: 

(A) ‘For our part, the United States is 
keeping all options on the table in address-
ing the irresponsible conduct of the regime. 
And we join other nations in sending that re-
gime a clear message: We will not allow Iran 
to have a nuclear weapon.’ March 7, 2006, 
Speech of Vice President Cheney to Amer-
ican Israel Public Affairs Committee 2006 
Policy Conference. 

(B) ‘But we’ve also made it clear that all 
options are on the table.’ January 24, 2007, 
CNN Situation Room interview with Vice 
President Cheney. 

(C) ‘When we—as the President did, for ex-
ample, recently—deploy another aircraft 
carrier task force to the Gulf, that sends a 
very strong signal to everybody in the region 
that the United States is here to stay, that 
we clearly have significant capabilities, and 
that we are working with friends and allies 
as well as the international organizations to 
deal with the Iranian threat.’ January 29, 
2007, Newsweek interview with Vice Presi-
dent Cheney. 

(D) ‘But I’ve also made the point and the 
President has made the point that all op-
tions are still on the table.’ February 24, 
2007, Vice President Cheney at Press Briefing 
with Australian Prime Minister in Sydney, 
Australia. 

(2) The Vice President, who repeatedly and 
falsely claimed to have had specific, detailed 
knowledge of Iraq’s alleged weapons of mass 
destruction capabilities, is no doubt fully 
aware of evidence that demonstrates Iran 
poses no real threat to the United States as 
evidenced by the following: 

(A) ‘I know that what we see in Iran right 
now is not the industrial capacity you can 
[use to develop a] bomb.’ Mohamed 
ElBaradei, Director General of International 
Atomic Energy Agency, February 19, 2007. 

(B) Iran indicated its ‘full readiness and 
willingness to negotiate on the modality for 

the resolution of the outstanding issues with 
the IAEA, subject to the assurances for deal-
ing with the issues in the framework of the 
Agency, without the interference of the 
United Nations Security Council’. IAEA 
Board Report, February 22, 2007. 

(C) ‘. . . so whatever they have, what we 
have seen today, is not the kind of capacity 
that would enable them to make bombs.’ 
Mohamed El Baradei, Director General of 
International Atomic Energy Agency, Feb-
ruary 19, 2007. 

(3) The Vice President is fully aware of the 
actions taken by the United States towards 
Iran that are further destabilizing the world 
as evidenced by the following: 

(A) The United States has refused to en-
gage in meaningful diplomatic relations with 
Iran since 2002, rebuffing both bilateral and 
multilateral offers to dialogue. 

(B) The United States is currently engaged 
in a military buildup in the Middle East that 
includes the increased presence of the United 
States Navy in the waters near Iran, signifi-
cant United States Armed Forces in two na-
tions neighboring to Iran, and the installa-
tion of anti-missile technology in the region. 

(C) News accounts have indicated that 
military planners have considered the B61– 
11, a tactical nuclear weapon, as one of the 
options to strike underground bunkers in 
Iran. 

(D) The United States has been linked to 
anti-Iranian organizations that are attempt-
ing to destabilize the Iranian government, in 
particular the Mujahideen-e Khalq (MEK), 
even though the state department has brand-
ed it a terrorist organization. 

(E) News accounts indicate that United 
States troops have been ordered into Iran to 
collect data and establish contact with anti- 
government groups. 

(4) In the last three years the Vice Presi-
dent has repeatedly threatened Iran. How-
ever, the Vice President is legally bound by 
the U.S. Constitution’s adherence to inter-
national law that prohibits threats of use of 
force. 

(A) Article VI of the United States Con-
stitution states, ‘This Constitution, and the 
Laws of the United States which shall be 
made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the Au-
thority of the United States, shall be the su-
preme Law of the Land.’ Any provision of an 
international treaty ratified by the United 
States becomes the law of the United States. 

(B) The United States is a signatory to the 
United Nations Charter, a treaty among the 
nations of the world. Article II, Section 4 of 
the United Nations Charter states, ‘All Mem-
bers shall refrain in their international rela-
tions from the threat or use of force against 
the territorial integrity or political inde-
pendence of any state, or in any other man-
ner inconsistent with the Purposes of the 
United Nations.’ The threat of force is ille-
gal. 

(C) Article 51 lays out the only exception, 
‘Nothing in the present Charter shall impair 
the inherent right of individual or collective 
self-defense if an armed attack occurs 
against a Member of the United Nations, 
until the Security Council has taken meas-
ures necessary to maintain international 
peace and security.’ Iran has not attacked 
the United States; therefore any threat 
against Iran by the United States is illegal. 

The Vice President’s deception upon the 
citizens and Congress of the United States 
that enabled the failed United States inva-
sion of Iraq forcibly altered the rules of di-
plomacy such that the Vice President’s re-
cent belligerent actions towards Iran are de-
stabilizing and counterproductive to the na-
tional security of the United States. 

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney has acted in a manner contrary to 
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his trust as Vice President, and subversive of 
constitutional government, to the prejudice 
of the cause of law and justice and the mani-
fest injury of the people of the United 
States. Wherefore Richard B. Cheney, by 
such conduct, warrants impeachment and 
trial, and removal from office. 

b 1400 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SERRANO). Under rule IX, a resolution 
offered from the floor by a Member 
other than the majority leader or the 
minority leader as a question of the 
privileges of the House has immediate 
precedence only at a time designated 
by the Chair within 2 legislative days 
after the resolution is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Ohio will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

KIDS IN DISASTERS WELL-BEING, 
SAFETY, AND HEALTH ACT OF 2007 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3495) to establish a National Com-
mission on Children and Disasters, a 
National Resource Center on Children 
and Disasters, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3495 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Kids in Disas-
ters Well-being, Safety, and Health Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITION. 

In this Act, the terms ‘‘child’’ and ‘‘children’’ 
mean an individual or individuals, respectively, 
who have not attained 18 years of age. 
SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMISSION. 

There is established a commission to be known 
as the ‘‘National Commission on Children and 
Disasters’’ (referred to in this Act as the ‘‘Com-
mission’’). 
SEC. 4. PURPOSES OF COMMISSION. 

The purposes of the Commission are to— 
(1) conduct a comprehensive study to examine 

and assess the needs of children as they relate 
to preparation for, response to, and recovery 
from all hazards, including major disasters and 
emergencies; 

(2) build upon the investigations of other enti-
ties and avoid unnecessary duplication, by re-
viewing the findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations of other commissions, Federal, 
State, and local governments, or nongovern-
mental entities, relating to the needs of children 
as they relate to preparation for, response to, 
and recovery from all hazards, including major 
disasters and emergencies; and 

(3) submit a report to the President and Con-
gress on specific findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations to address the needs of children 
as they relate to preparation for, response to, 
and recovery from all hazards, including major 
disasters and emergencies. 
SEC. 5. COMPOSITION OF COMMISSION. 

(a) MEMBERS.—The Commission shall be com-
posed of 10 members, of whom— 

(1) 1 member shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent; 

(2) 1 member, who is of a different political 
party than that of the member appointed under 
paragraph (1), shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent; 

(3) 2 members shall be appointed by the major-
ity leader of the Senate; 

(4) 2 members shall be appointed by the minor-
ity leader of the Senate; 

(5) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives; and 

(6) 2 members shall be appointed by the minor-
ity leader of the House of Representatives. 

(b) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE-CHAIRPERSON SE-
LECTION.—The Chairperson and Vice Chair-
person shall be elected from among members of 
the Commission. 

(c) GOVERNMENTAL APPOINTEES.—An indi-
vidual appointed to the Commission may not be 
an official or employee of the Federal Govern-
ment. 

(d) COMMISSION REPRESENTATION.—The Com-
mission shall include— 

(1) representatives from private nonprofit enti-
ties with demonstrated expertise in addressing 
the needs of children as they relate to prepara-
tion for, response to, and recovery from all haz-
ards, including major disasters and emergencies; 
and 

(2) State emergency managers and local emer-
gency managers. 

(e) QUALIFICATIONS.—Members appointed 
under subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) individuals involved with providing serv-
ices to children, including health, education, 
housing, and other social services, including 
grant and entitlement programs; 

(2) individuals with experience in emergency 
management, including coordination of re-
sources and services among State and local gov-
ernments, the Federal Government, and non-
governmental entities; 

(3) individuals with philanthropic experience 
focused on the needs of children; 

(4) individuals with experience in providing 
donated goods and services, including personnel 
services, to meet the needs of children and fami-
lies as they relate to preparation for, response 
to, and recovery from all hazards, including 
major disasters and emergencies; and 

(5) individuals who have conducted academic 
research into related issues. 

(f) APPOINTMENTS.—All members of the Com-
mission shall be appointed not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(g) INITIAL MEETING.—The Commission shall 
meet and begin the operations of the Commis-
sion not later than 120 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(h) QUORUM AND VACANCY.— 
(1) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 

the Commission shall constitute a quorum, but a 
lesser number of members may hold hearings. 

(2) VACANCY.—Any vacancy in the Commis-
sion shall not affect its powers and shall be 
filled in the same manner in which the original 
appointment was made. 
SEC. 6. DUTIES OF COMMISSION. 

The Commission shall— 
(1) conduct a comprehensive study that exam-

ines and assesses the needs of children as they 
relate to preparation for, response to, and recov-
ery from all hazards, including major disasters 
and emergencies, including specific findings re-
lating to— 

(A) children’s physical and mental health; 
(B) child care, including in private for-profit 

and nonprofit settings; 
(C) child welfare; 
(D) elementary and secondary education; 
(E) sheltering, temporary housing, and afford-

able housing; 
(F) transportation; 
(G) entitlement and grant programs; 
(H) juvenile justice; 
(I) evacuation; and 

(J) relevant activities in emergency manage-
ment; 

(2) identify, review, and evaluate existing law 
relevant to the needs of children as they relate 
to preparation for, response to, and recovery 
from all hazards, including major disasters and 
emergencies; 

(3) identify, review, and evaluate the lessons 
learned from past disasters and emergencies rel-
ative to addressing the needs of children; and 

(4) submit a report to the President and Con-
gress on the Commission’s specific findings, con-
clusions, and recommendations to address the 
needs of children as they relate to preparation 
for, response to, and recovery from all hazards, 
including major disasters and emergencies, in-
cluding specific recommendations on the need 
for planning and establishing a national re-
source center on children and disasters, coordi-
nation of resources and services, administrative 
actions, policies, regulations, financing, and 
legislative changes as the Commission considers 
appropriate. 
SEC. 7. POWERS OF COMMISSION. 

(a) HEARINGS.—The Commission may hold 
such hearings, meet and act at such times and 
places, and receive such evidence as may be nec-
essary to carry out the functions of the Commis-
sion. 

(b) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may secure 

directly from any executive department, bureau, 
agency, board, commission, office, independent 
establishment, or instrumentality of the Federal 
Government such information, suggestions, esti-
mates, and statistics as the Commission con-
siders necessary to carry out this Act. 

(2) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—On request 
of the Chairperson of the Commission, each de-
partment, bureau, agency, board, commission, 
office, independent establishment, or instrumen-
tality shall, to the extent authorized by law, 
provide the requested information to the Com-
mission 

(3) RECEIPT, HANDLING, STORAGE, AND DIS-
SEMINATION.—Information shall only be re-
ceived, handled, stored, and disseminated by 
members of the Commission and its staff con-
sistent with all applicable statutes, regulations, 
and Executive orders. 

(c) ASSISTANCE FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 
(1) GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION.—On 

request of the Chairperson of the Commission, 
the Administrator of General Services shall pro-
vide to the Commission, on a reimbursable basis, 
administrative support and other services nec-
essary for the Commission to carry out its du-
ties. 

(2) OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES.—In 
addition to the assistance provided for under 
paragraph (1), departments and agencies of the 
United States may provide to the Commission 
such services as they may determine advisable 
and as authorized by law. 

(d) CONTRACTING.—The Commission may enter 
into contracts to enable the Commission to dis-
charge its duties under this Act. 

(e) DONATIONS.—The Commission may accept, 
use, and dispose of donations of services or 
property. 

(f) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission may 
use the United States mails in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as a department 
or agency of the United States. 
SEC. 8. STAFF OF COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Chairperson of the 
Commission, in consultation with the Vice 
Chairperson, in accordance with rules agreed 
upon by the Commission, may appoint and fix 
the compensation of a staff director and such 
other personnel as may be necessary to enable 
the Commission to carry out its functions, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of title 5, United 
States Code, except that no rate of pay fixed 
under this subsection may exceed the equivalent 
of that payable for a position at level V of the 
Executive Schedule under section 5316 of title 5, 
United States Code. 
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(b) STAFF OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Upon re-

quest of the Chairperson of the Commission, the 
head of any executive department, bureau, 
agency, board, commission, office, independent 
establishment, or instrumentality of the Federal 
Government may detail, without reimbursement, 
any of its personnel to the Commission to assist 
it in carrying out its duties under this Act. Any 
detail of an employee shall be without interrup-
tion or loss of civil service status or privilege. 

(c) CONSULTANT SERVICES.—The Commission is 
authorized to procure the services of experts and 
consultants in accordance with section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code, but at rates not to 
exceed the daily rate paid a person occupying a 
position at level IV of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5315 of title 5, United States Code. 
SEC. 9. TRAVEL EXPENSES. 

Each member of the Commission shall serve 
without compensation, but shall receive travel 
expenses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, in accordance with applicable provisions 
in the same manner as persons employed inter-
mittently in the Government service are allowed 
expenses under section 5703 of title 5, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 10. FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT AP-

PLICABILITY. 
The provisions of the Federal Advisory Com-

mittee Act shall apply to the Commission, in-
cluding the staff of the Commission. 
SEC. 11. REPORTS OF COMMISSION; TERMI-

NATION. 
(a) INTERIM REPORT.—Not later than Decem-

ber 31, 2008, the Commission shall submit to the 
President and Congress an interim report con-
taining specific findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations required under this Act as have 
been agreed to by a majority of Commission 
members. 

(b) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Commission shall submit to the President and 
Congress a final report containing specific find-
ings, conclusions, and recommendations re-
quired under this Act as have been agreed to by 
a majority of Commission members. 

(c) TERMINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission, and all the 

authorities of this Act, shall terminate 180 days 
after the date on which the final report is sub-
mitted under subsection (b). 

(2) RECORDS.—Not later than the date of ter-
mination of the Commission under paragraph 
(1), all records and papers of the Commission 
shall be delivered to the Archivist of the United 
States for deposit in the National Archives. 
SEC. 12. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act, $2,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008 and 2009. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) 
and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 3495. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, as amended, H.R. 3495 is 

a bill to establish a national commis-
sion on children’s needs as they relate 

to all hazards, including major disas-
ters and emergencies. I strongly sup-
port the creation of this commission 
because there is no doubt that in dire 
circumstances the needs of children are 
different from the needs of adults. This 
realization is one of the many lessons 
learned from Hurricane Katrina. Al-
most 5200 children were reported miss-
ing or displaced to the National Center 
for Missing and Exploited Children 
after Hurricane Katrina. This bill is a 
step in the right direction in identi-
fying the needs of children in such con-
ditions and deserves our support. 

Consistent with other commissions, 
this bill provides that the Chair and 
Vice Chair be chosen from commission 
members. The role of State and local 
emergency managers is acknowledged 
in commission membership along with 
private nonprofit organizations. The 
committee recognizes that State emer-
gency managers and local emergency 
managers perform complementary but 
not identical functions and therefore 
recognize in a commission such as this 
it is important to have both groups 
represented. The commission will 
produce an interim report and a final 
report with specific recommendations 
which will be sent to Congress and the 
President. The commission member 
will serve without pay and be subject 
to the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act requirements. The amendment au-
thorizes $2 million for fiscal years 2008 
and 2009 for the commission work. 

I commend my good friend and col-
league, the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Ms. CORRINE BROWN), for her diligent 
work on this bill. I strongly support 
H.R. 3495 and urge its passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3495, introduced by 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN), creates a National 
Commission on Children and Disasters. 
First, I thank Chairman OBERSTAR and 
Chairwoman NORTON for working with 
us to improve this legislation. I believe 
our bipartisan efforts were necessary 
to ensure a fair and balanced commis-
sion. I think it has resulted in a much 
better legislative product. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3495 establishes a 
10-member commission to examine the 
needs of children and disasters. The 
commission is directed to report its 
findings and conclusions and rec-
ommendations to the President and the 
Congress, as Chairwoman NORTON 
pointed out. 

The bill specifically directs the com-
mission to build upon the investiga-
tions of other entities to avoid an un-
necessary duplication of effort. For ex-
ample, last Congress the House created 
the Select Committee to Investigate 
Hurricane Katrina. Former Sub-
committee Chairman BILL SHUSTER 
served on the select committee. 

In its final report, the select com-
mittee made a number of findings with 
respect to children. In response to this 

report, we passed the Post-Katrina 
Emergency Management Reform Act, 
which included provisions creating a 
national emergency child locator cen-
ter and a national emergency family 
registry and locator center. 

Finally, H.R. 3495 requires both State 
emergency managers and local emer-
gency managers to be represented on 
the commission. This requirement en-
sures the representation on the com-
mission of the people who may very 
well be responsible for implementing 
its recommendations. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this legisla-
tion. I encourage my colleagues to do 
the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. CORRINE BROWN), the 
author of the bill, for such time as she 
may consume. 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in 
support of my bill, H.R. 3495, the KIDS 
WiSH Act. 

Before I start, I would like to thank 
Chairman OBERSTAR and Chairwoman 
NORTON for their work in bringing this 
bill through the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee. I also would 
like to thank Ranking Member MICA 
and Ranking Member GRAVES for their 
bipartisan support. Their leadership 
and their staff have been instrumental 
in strengthening the merits of the bill 
and the concept of this commission. Fi-
nally, I would like to thank the House 
leadership for bringing this important 
bill to the floor so quickly. 

The KIDS WiSH Act will establish a 
National Commission on Children and 
Disasters that will conduct a com-
prehensive study to examine and assess 
the needs of children to prepare for, re-
spond to and recover from all major 
disasters and emergencies. The bipar-
tisan commission will report to the 
President and Congress on their find-
ings, conclusions and recommendations 
to address the needs of children and 
emergencies. In addition, the commis-
sion will consider the need for a perma-
nent national resource center on chil-
dren and disasters that will be a re-
source for emergency managers, 
schools, housing agencies, transpor-
tation entities and other relevant orga-
nizations. 

Disaster and emergencies strike all 
over this country, and they affect chil-
dren in small and large numbers. This 
spring, Greensburg, Kansas, which had 
a population of 1,389, experienced a hor-
rible tornado. Children aged 0–17 make 
up 25 percent of the population of Kan-
sas. That translates into about 347 chil-
dren who were affected. This may be a 
small number compared to Hurricane 
Katrina, but each of those children’s 
lives were utterly changed after that 
one tornado. 

In the San Diego area, as a result of 
the recent wildfires, nearly 850,000 peo-
ple were evacuated. In California, the 
population is about 26 percent children 
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0–17, so that translates to roughly 
220,000 children who had to be evacu-
ated. On October 24, 2007, FEMA re-
ported that 13,000-plus individuals were 
housed in shelters. That translates to 
roughly 3,500 children. 

Since Hurricane Katrina, many im-
provements to our emergency manage-
ment system have been made, but 
there is still much work to be done. 
The basic tenet of disasters and emer-
gencies is to ‘‘make a plan.’’ You hear 
it in public service announcements all 
over Florida and the Gulf coast, and it 
is written on many of the materials 
distributed by FEMA. Make a plan, 
make a plan. 

But, for all of that talk, we do not 
have a plan for children. Children are 
one of our most vulnerable popu-
lations, and their needs are unique and 
cannot be easily assumed from emer-
gency plans for adults. 

Earlier this year I met with the chief 
of the Division of Community Pediat-
rics from the University of Florida and 
he brought to my attention that emer-
gency evacuation equipment is often 
brought for adults, but children cannot 
be transported in adult equipment, and 
often that type of equipment is missed. 
From needles and tubing to oxygen 
masks and ventilators, children need 
equipment that has been specifically 
designed for their size. 

Do you know if the hospitals in your 
district are prepared for children in an 
emergency situation? Hospitals are 
just one of the many areas where im-
provements can be made for children in 
emergency situations and why the 
commission is needed. 

More than 400,000 children under the 
age of 5 lived in and were evacuated 
from counties and parishes that were 
declared disaster areas by FEMA in re-
sponse to Hurricane Katrina. In addi-
tion, 1,100 schools were closed imme-
diately following Hurricane Katrina. 
Two years later, only 45 percent of New 
Orleans schools have reopened. Finally, 
the most startling statistic from Hurri-
cane Katrina is that 5,192 children were 
missing or displaced and it took nearly 
61⁄2 months to unite each child with 
their parent. However, the effects of 
disasters on children are not limited to 
events of this magnitude. 

b 1415 
Additionally, in this day and age we 

cannot keep thinking that children 
will not be harmed in a terrorist at-
tack. In 1995, nineteen children were 
killed and more than 80 children were 
injured at the Oklahoma City bombing. 

More than 6,000 children were in the 
immediate area of Ground Zero during 
9/11, and if the attacks were more wide-
spread, it would have reached over 1.2 
million public school students. 

In the D.C. area we are painfully 
aware that during the sniper shooting, 
schools and children are not over-
looked by terrorists. We must have a 
plan for children in the event of an-
other terrorist attack. 

I have been working hard to bring 
this issue to light. I led 23 other Mem-

bers to call on FEMA to have an expert 
on children and disasters as a member 
of the National Advisory Council. I of-
fered an amendment to the fiscal year 
2008 Homeland Security appropriations 
bill that will add $1 million specifically 
for children and disasters. 

Finally, I held an important forum 
with experts from emergency manage-
ment, pediatrics and disaster recovery 
to discuss how to prepare, respond to, 
and recover from all hazards for chil-
dren. Over 100 people attended this 
briefing to show their support for the 
legislation. 

As adults, we may think this is un-
necessary; but once again, we must 
think how children are different. I en-
courage the commission to think out-
side the box. Children are a diverse 
group and the commission should re-
member children in the context of pri-
vate schools, preschools, after-school 
programs, day care facilities, pregnant 
women, foster children, and orphan-
ages. 

Last year, Congress passed the Pets 
Evacuation and Transportation Stand-
ards Act of 2006. Congress has recog-
nized how pets can slip through the 
cracks during an emergency, but has 
yet to have a plan for children in an 
emergency. 

Children should not be forced to suf-
fer through another learning experi-
ence like Hurricane Katrina. Congress 
must look forward and discover a com-
prehensive strategy for children and 
emergencies that may happen such as 
pandemic flu or a terrorist attack or a 
major earthquake. A national commis-
sion is imperative to making progress. 

This commission will solidify some of 
the already good work that other orga-
nizations are doing and provide rec-
ommendations for better coordination 
at the local, State, and Federal levels. 

I also would like to thank organiza-
tions who have supported this bill. I 
want to recognize the crucial support 
of Mark Shriver from Save the Chil-
dren who has led the coalition of chil-
dren’s advocate groups. 

Mr. Speaker, I will insert the list of 
groups into the RECORD at this point, 
and I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 3495, the KIDS WiSH Act. 

Save the Children, Allergy and Asthma 
Network Mothers of Asthmatics, American 
Association of School Administrators, Amer-
ican Red Cross, Association of Maternal and 
Child Health Programs, Catholic Charities 
USA, Child Welfare League of America, Chil-
dren’s Health Fund, Habitat for Humanity, 
March of Dimes, The Midwives Alliance of 
North America, National Assembly on 
School-Based Healthcare, National Associa-
tion of Children’s Hospitals, National Asso-
ciation of Emergency Medical Technicians, 
National Association of Certified Profes-
sional Midwives, National Association of 
School Nurses, National Center for Disaster 
Preparedness at Columbia University, 
Safermaternity.org, and White Ribbon Alli-
ance. 

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, might I 
inquire if Chairwoman NORTON has any 
other speakers. 

Ms. NORTON. This side, I say to the 
Member, has no further speakers. 

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
once again thank the gentlelady from 
Florida for this very important bill. 
The tragedy on the gulf coast was a 
human tragedy at every level, but the 
most unbearable scenes were those of 
hapless children, with and without par-
ents. It’s almost unimaginable to un-
derstand the trauma of a child who had 
lost her parents during that time. 

The committee, our subcommittee, 
has indeed last year and this year, Mr. 
Speaker, passed two important bills: 
the Post-Katrina Management and Re-
form Act and, more recently, the 
Katrina and Rita Recovery Act. 

But all of this legislation still leaves 
the gap that the gentlelady’s bill would 
address, and there was probably good 
reason for it. In a real sense, we don’t 
know what to do yet. We know what 
the problem is. We saw the problem 
with our own eyes. 

Then the question becomes how do 
you put together what it takes to 
make sure it doesn’t happen again, and 
the gentlelady has wisely decided that 
first we have to find out, with our bill, 
for a commission to provide us with 
the expertise to go further. She’s done 
a real service to children of the United 
States of America because such a trag-
edy could happen everywhere. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 3495, ‘‘Kids in Disasters Well- 
Being, Safety, and Health Act of 2007.’’ My 
life’s work has been to provide for a better fu-
ture for the next generation, and H.R. 3495 is 
in keeping with this purpose. 

This bill ensures that children will be pro-
tected and prepared to respond to a disaster 
or other emergency by establishing a National 
Commission on Children and Disasters. This 
commission will provide a vital assessment of 
the needs of children before, during, and after 
all hazards, disasters, and emergencies. This 
bill addresses many—but not all—of the en-
hancements to preparedness for children that 
I have championed on the Committee on 
Homeland Security. Specifically, I have been 
exploring how to improve preparedness for 
children and schools since the committee’s in-
ception. I look forward to continuing the com-
mittee’s work on school preparedness and 
working with my colleagues on the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure on this 
critical homeland security issue. 

Mr. Speaker, in August 2005, my colleagues 
and I on the Committee on Homeland Security 
requested that the Government Accountability 
Office, GAO, examine the programs at the De-
partments of Homeland Security, Education, 
and Health and Human Services that are de-
signed to increase the emergency prepared-
ness of primary and secondary public school 
officials, teachers, and students. In 2005, I re-
leased a report entitled ‘‘Reading, Writing, and 
Readiness: A Survey of School Emergency 
Plans in the 2nd Congressional District of 
North Carolina.’’ The report highlighted the fol-
lowing three assessments: first, Federal efforts 
in school preparedness are uncoordinated and 
create confusion in the school community; 
secondly, there is a desire among schools for 
the Department of Homeland Security to take 
a leadership role in school preparedness; and 
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finally, school administrators are feeling the 
squeeze of Federal budget cuts in emergency 
preparedness. 

Although schools are among the safest 
places for our children, and school administra-
tors do a great job of preparing for emer-
gencies, we have evidence, both objective and 
anecdotal, suggesting that schools need more 
assistance to be fully prepared to respond to 
any serious crisis, including terrorism. 

As the only Member of Congress that 
served as a school superintendent, I under-
stand the burdens faced by administrators 
when implementing emergency preparedness 
plans with limited resources. We need to con-
tinue to work to ensure that the Federal Gov-
ernment engages our communities in an effec-
tive and efficient manner to mitigate such bur-
den. 

Earlier this year, I included language in H.R. 
1684, the Fiscal Year 2008 Department of 
Homeland Security Authorization Act, that ad-
dresses this critical issue. Specifically, it tasks 
the DHS Under Secretary for Policy to ensure 
that all policies, programs and activities devel-
oped by the Department and its components 
appropriately take into consideration the needs 
of and impact on children. Additionally, the As-
sistant Secretary would then work with the Of-
fice of Grants and Training in FEMA to sup-
port emergency preparedness activities for 
schools. Like the current bill, my provision 
raises awareness in Congress and within Fed-
eral agencies to ensure that the needs of chil-
dren, schools, and other child-centered facili-
ties are sufficiently understood and incor-
porated into Federal, State, local, and tribal 
preparedness, response, and recovery plans 
and activities for natural disasters as well as 
acts of terrorism. 

I am particularly pleased that H.R. 3495 es-
tablishes a National Resource Center on Chil-
dren and Disasters, similar to the ‘‘one-stop’’ 
shop clearinghouse that Homeland Security 
Chairman Thompson and I requested from 
DHS Secretary Chertoff and Education Sec-
retary Spellings. This resource center will be 
invaluable to school administrators as a single 
source for Federal grants and training avail-
able to develop emergency management 
plans at their schools and throughout their dis-
tricts. 

I commend my colleague, CORINNE BROWN, 
for introducing this bill and I am looking for-
ward to working with her to ensure that the 
needs of children are properly assessed and 
addressed by the Federal Government. I urge 
my colleagues to join me in this cause, and in 
voting in favor of this legislation. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 3495, the ‘‘Kids in Dis-
asters Well-Being, Safety and Health Act of 
2007’’. 

The importance of examining the special 
needs of children in preparing for, responding 
to, and recovering from emergencies and dis-
asters cannot be overstated. Approximately 
one-fourth of the residents of areas damaged 
or flooded by Hurricane Katrina were under 
the age of 18. More than 400,000 children 
under the age of five lived in or were evacu-
ated from counties or parishes declared as 
disaster areas by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (‘‘FEMA’’). 

Hurricane Katrina exposed sobering 
vulnerabilities in our Nation’s ability to meet 
the needs of children during disasters. As a 
result of Hurricane Katrina, 5,192 children 

were reported missing or displaced to the Na-
tional Center for Missing and Exploited Chil-
dren. Stunningly, it took 61⁄2 months to reunite 
the last child separated from her family. The 
impact of this prolonged separation on a child, 
compounded by the other hardships related to 
dealing with a tragedy, is indeed profound. 

In addition, 1,100 schools were closed im-
mediately following Hurricane Katrina. Today, 
more than two years later, only 45 percent of 
New Orleans schools have reopened. 

H.R. 3495 establishes the National Commis-
sion on Children and Disasters (‘‘Commis-
sion’’) to address the needs of children in dis-
asters. 

The purposes of the Commission are to: (1) 
conduct a comprehensive study to examine 
and assess the needs of children as they re-
late to preparing for, responding to, and recov-
ering from all hazards, including major disas-
ters and emergencies; (2) build upon and re-
view the recommendations of other govern-
ment and nongovernmental entities that work 
on issues relating to the needs of children in 
disasters; and (3) report to the President and 
Congress on its specific findings, conclusions, 
and recommendations. 

The Commission will investigate special 
needs related to children’s health, child wel-
fare, elementary and secondary education, af-
fordable housing, transportation, and relevant 
activities in emergency mitigation, prepared-
ness, response, and recovery. The Commis-
sion is further charged with identifying, review-
ing, and evaluating the lessons learned from 
past disasters and emergencies relative to ad-
dressing the needs of children. 

I commend the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Ms. BROWN) for introducing this important bill. 
I also thank Mark Shriver, Vice President and 
Managing Director of Save the Children, and 
the many children’s advocacy groups that 
strongly support this legislation and have 
worked with us to bring this bill to the Floor 
expeditiously. 

Children are a symbol of promise and re-
birth. Protecting their safety, well-being, and 
health in the wake of a disaster must be a 
critically important priority of emergency man-
agement and preparedness. This Commission 
will help advance that goal. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 3495, as amended. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support or H.R. 3495, the 
Kids in Disasters Well-Being, Safety, and 
Health Act of 2007, introduced by my distin-
guished colleague from Florida, Representa-
tive CORRINE BROWN. This important legisla-
tion ensures the protection of our nations most 
valuable assets, our children, during times of 
disasters. 

As the Chair of the Congressional Children’s 
Caucus, I cannot stress enough the impor-
tance of this legislation. Children have specific 
needs in cases of emergency and this legisla-
tion is an important first step towards recog-
nizing and addressing those needs. Special 
steps must be taken with regards to children 
before, after, and during all disasters and 
emergencies, including informing them what 
they should know in case of emergency and 
working to reunite them with their families. In 
the aftermath of the catastrophic events of 
Hurricane Katrina, some 5,192 children were 
missing or displaced and it was not until 6 
months later that the final children were re- 
united with their families. This is simply unac-

ceptable. Children are not merely small adults, 
they are children. They are much more vulner-
able to the health and safety hazards that 
arise during states of emergency and disas-
ters. The American Academy of Pediatric re-
ports that in times of emergencies and disas-
ters: 

Children are particularly vulnerable to aero-
solized biological or chemical agents because 
they normally breathe more times per minute 
than do adults, meaning they would be ex-
posed to larger doses in the same period of 
time. Also, because such agents (e.g. sarin 
and chlorine) are heavier than air, they accu-
mulate close to the ground—right in the 
breathing zone of children. 

Children are more vulnerable to agents that 
act on or through the skin because their skin 
is thinner and they have a larger skin surface- 
to-body mass ratio than adults. 

Children are more vulnerable to the effects 
of agents that produce vomiting or diarrhea 
because they have smaller body fluid reserves 
than adults, increasing the risk of rapid pro-
gression to dehydration or shock. 

Children have much smaller circulating 
blood volumes than adults, so without timely 
intervention, relatively small amounts of blood 
loss can quickly tip the physiological scale 
from reversible shock to profound, irreversible 
shock or death. 

Children have significant developmental 
vulnerabilities not shared by adults. Infants, 
toddlers and young children may not have the 
motor skills to escape from the site of a haz-
ard or disaster. Even if they are able to walk, 
young children may not have the cognitive 
ability to know when to flee from danger, or 
when to follow directions from strangers such 
as in an evacuation, or to cooperate with de-
contamination. 

This legislation is an important and timely 
first step in addressing the specific needs of 
children by establishing the legislative branch 
the National Commission of Children and Dis-
asters. This commission will better address 
the needs of children by identifying the spe-
cific causes and needs of children before, 
after, and during disasters as well as evalu-
ating, and if necessary redressing, existing 
laws relevant to such needs. It further will 
evaluate lessons learned from the disasters of 
September 11th, Hurricane Rita, Hurricane 
Katrina, and most recently the California wild 
fires and report back to the President and 
Congress. Furthermore, this legislation directs 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
to establish a National Resource Center on 
Children and Disasters that will be responsible 
for creating, maintaining, and coordinating a 
database to store information relating to the 
needs of children and disseminating relevant 
information on such issues to all necessary 
parties. 

Madam Speaker, there is no one more valu-
able and more vulnerable than our children. 
As Members of the Congress, mothers, fa-
thers, sisters, and brothers, it is our responsi-
bility to ensure the protection and well-being of 
our children. This legislation is an important 
first step in ensuring the safety and protection 
of our nation’s children in times of disasters. I 
strongly urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this extremely important legislation. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of legislation aimed at pro-
tecting children during and after disasters. Our 
current emergency management system is not 
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prepared to meet the unique needs of chil-
dren. The ‘‘Kids in Disasters Well-being, Safe-
ty, and Health Act’’ (H.R. 3495) represents 
major progress in fixing this unacceptable situ-
ation. 

The most important role of government is 
protecting the health and welfare of families. 
This is a role that the government must not 
privatize, contract out, or provide only to the 
wealthy and well connected. 

Unfortunately, as we all witnessed after Hur-
ricane Katrina, the government failed miser-
ably to protect the most vulnerable, particularly 
children. It is unclear to me whether this fail-
ure was the result negligence or incom-
petence. Perhaps it was the natural result of 
running a government using a radical ideology 
that believes government shouldn’t work. 

What is clear to me is that this body has an 
obligation to make sure government works 
and finds ways to help families get back on 
their feet after disasters. My home state of 
California is no stranger to disasters: earth-
quakes, fires, flooding, and mudslides—we’ve 
got it all. During the last several weeks, 
wildfires ravaged Southern California. Just 
after the worst of the fires, 1300 childcare cen-
ters were closed, affecting over 16,000 chil-
dren. These are children of first responders, 
teachers, and others that have to get back to 
work to make sure that the community can re-
build. 

We should know if we are doing enough to 
help these families. We should know if FEMA 
is doing a good job of assisting those 
childcare centers to reopen. We should know 
if we are doing a good job of helping missing 
children to locate their parents. Local commu-
nities and governments should have access to 
the information and resources they need to 
ensure that children’s needs are taken care of. 

This bill will help to fill an enormous gap in 
our disaster preparedness system. There is 
currently no agency charged with safeguarding 
children in the aftermath of a disaster or co-
ordinating the efforts of various levels of gov-
ernment. This bill will begin to close this gap 
by establishing a National Resource Center for 
Federal, State, local, and tribal governments 
as well as NGOs to use to address the needs 
of children before, during, and after disasters. 
It will also establish a commission to examine 
our past failures and make specific rec-
ommendations on how to correct those. 

Our children are looking to us to take action. 
I urge all of my colleagues to support this bill. 

Ms. NORTON. With no further speak-
ers, Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3495, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

EXTENSION OF ESSENTIAL AIR 
SERVICE SUBSIDIES 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 2265) to extend the existing 
provisions regarding the eligibility for 
essential air service subsidies through 
fiscal year 2008, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows: 

S. 2265 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
409 of the Vision 100—Century of Aviation 
Reauthorization Act (49 U.S.C. 41731 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2008’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
September 29, 2007, and shall apply with re-
spect to any final order issued under sub-
section (c) of section 409 of such Act that was 
in effect on such date. 
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48103 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-

graph (3); 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(5) $918,750,000 for the 3-month period be-

ginning October 1, 2007.’’. 
(2) OBLIGATION OF AMOUNTS.—Sums made 

available pursuant to the amendment made 
by paragraph (1) may be obligated at any 
time through September 30, 2008, and shall 
remain available until expended. 

(b) PROJECT GRANT AUTHORITY.—Section 
47104(c) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘September 30, 2007,’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2007,’’. 
SEC. 3. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO LIMIT 

THIRD PARTY LIABILITY OF AIR 
CARRIERS ARISING OUT OF ACTS OF 
TERRORISM. 

Section 44303(b) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2006’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2007’’. 
SEC. 4. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION OP-

ERATIONS. 
Section 106(k)(1) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (C); 
(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-

paragraph (D) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 

following: 
‘‘(E) such sums as may be necessary for the 

3-month period beginning October 1, 2007.’’. 
SEC. 5. AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES AND EQUIP-

MENT. 
Section 48101(a) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-

graph (3); 
(2) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(5) such sums as may be necessary for the 

3-month period beginning October 1, 2007.’’. 
SEC. 6. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
Section 48102(a) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (11)(L); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (12)(L) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(13) such sums as may be necessary for 

the 3-month period beginning October 1, 
2007.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. COSTELLO) and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on S. 2265. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 

2265, as amended. As you know, the au-
thorization for Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration programs expired on Sep-
tember 30, 2007. Although the House 
overwhelmingly passed H.R. 2881, the 
FAA Reauthorization Act of 2007, on 
September 20, 2007, the Senate has yet 
to pass a long-term FAA authorization 
bill. 

Instead, S. 2265, as passed by the Sen-
ate last week, extends a single provi-
sion of the expired Federal Aviation 
Administration Authorization Act. 
Specifically, S. 2265 extends section 409 
of Public Law 108–176, the Vision 100— 
Century of Aviation Reauthorization 
Act, regarding the Essential Air Serv-
ice program. 

Rather than extend just this one pro-
vision, our amendment to S. 2265 ex-
tends each of the FAA’s major pro-
grams, as well as section 409 of Vision 
100. Without this legislation, the Air-
port Improvement Program will not be 
authorized after November 16. 

Because the Airport Improvement 
Program is funded by contract author-
ity, rather than discretionary budget 
authority, its funding is typically pro-
vided by an authorization act. S. 2265 
provides $918.75 million in Airport Im-
provement Program contract authority 
to fund the program for the 3-month 
period from October 1, 2007, until De-
cember 31, 2007. This amount, when 
annualized, equals the fiscal year 2007 
amount for the program. This provi-
sion will ensure that airport funding 
continues without interruption 
through the end of this calendar year. 

S. 2265 also authorizes the appropria-
tion of such sums as may be necessary 
for Federal Aviation Administration 
operations, facilities and equipment, 
and research and development pro-
grams through the end of the year. 

In addition to these program reau-
thorizations, S. 2265 extends the Sec-
retary of Transportation’s authority to 
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limit to $100 million the third-party li-
ability exposure of airlines and aircraft 
manufacturers for any cause resulting 
from a terrorist event. This authority 
expired on September 30, 2007. S. 2265 
extends this authority until the end of 
the year. 

Finally, S. 2265 extends section 409 of 
Vision 100 for an additional year, 
through September 30, 2008. Section 409 
directs the Secretary of Transportation 
to use the most commonly used route, 
rather than the shortest route, when 
measuring the distance of certain com-
munities from the nearest hub airport 
to determine eligibility for the Essen-
tial Air Service program. 

S. 2265 does not provide any addi-
tional funding for the EAS program. 
Rather, it simply allows communities 
to continue participating in the pro-
gram for fiscal year 2008, within exist-
ing funding levels, on the same terms 
as were in effect during the previous 
authorization period. 

In summary, Mr. Speaker, this bill 
simply continues aviation programs 
under the same terms and conditions 
as were in effect on September 30, 2007. 
It ensures that these important pro-
grams continue to operate without 
interruption. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of Chairman 
OBERSTAR, I want to thank our com-
mittee colleagues, Ranking Member 
Mr. MICA and Subcommittee Ranking 
Member PETRI, for working together on 
this critical legislation. 

I look forward to the Senate passing 
a long-term FAA reauthorization bill 
and sending a bill to the President in 
the near future. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to join me in supporting S. 
2265, as amended. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, in Sep-
tember the House considered and 
passed the FAA Reauthorization Act of 
2007, and that legislation reauthorizes 
the FAA for the next 4 years. The fol-
lowing week, the House also passed a 3- 
month extension of the FAA programs. 
Unfortunately, the other body has 
taken no action on that extension bill, 
H.R. 3540; and, therefore, the authority 
for the FAA’s essential programs and 
taxes were extended through November 
16 as part of a continuing resolution. 
Regrettably, those FAA programs and 
authorities are not extended in the 
continuing resolution expired on Sep-
tember 30. 

As it is unlikely that Congress will 
be able to send an FAA reauthorization 
bill to the President for consideration 
before this November 16, we have be-
fore us today S. 2265, as amended. The 
bill would extend eligibility for Essen-
tial Air Service subsidies, and in addi-
tion, as amended, would extend the 
funding and expenditure authority of 
the FAA through December 31, 2007. 

The bill provides AIP contract au-
thority at the budget year 2007 level 
through the end of this year; author-
izes such sums as are necessary for the 

FAA facilities and equipment, research 
and development, and operations 
through December 31; and extends the 
authority to limit the third-party li-
ability of air carriers arising out of 
acts of terrorism through December 31. 

I regret that S. 2265 does not include 
a provision that would change the 
mandatory retirement age for pilots to 
age 65. However, this bill will ensure 
that our national aviation system con-
tinues to operate until a full reauthor-
ization can be enacted. 

There’s much work yet to be done on 
the FAA reauthorization bill. We must 
work in a bipartisan and bicameral 
fashion to craft legislation that the 
President can sign. 

I support this extension in order to 
allow us time to accomplish this im-
portant goal. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

b 1430 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
South Dakota (Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN). 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of S. 2265. I 
would like to thank Chairman OBER-
STAR, the ranking member and com-
mittee staff for moving this resolution 
quickly to the floor, and the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO) for his 
leadership and for yielding me time. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan bill introduced by my friend 
and colleague, the junior Senator from 
South Dakota, which extends funding 
for many critical programs adminis-
tered under the Federal Aviation Au-
thority, including the Essential Air 
Service and the Airport Improvement 
Program. 

First, S. 2265, extends Vision 100-Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act, 
which allows State Governors to ascer-
tain and certify the ‘‘most commonly 
used route’’ from an EAS airport to a 
major airport hub for the purpose of 
determining EAS eligibility. The Es-
sential Air Service program is impor-
tant for many small rural airports 
throughout the country. It helps small-
er communities to connect with larger 
cities and their airports and facilitates 
economic development. 

Additionally, S. 2265 extends several 
of the FAA’s major programs, includ-
ing the Airport Improvement Program, 
and provides appropriations for the 
Federal Aviation Administration Oper-
ations, Facilities and Equipment, and 
Research and Development programs 
through December 31, 2007. These pro-
grams were approved in the House in 
September of this year with over-
whelming bipartisan support in the 
Federal Aviation Administration Reau-
thorization Act of 2007. 

In closing, transportation infrastruc-
ture is a critically important priority, 
particularly in rural America. I urge 
my colleagues to support S. 2265 as it 
provides a necessary short-term exten-
sion of several key Federal Aviation 
Administration programs, while we 

continue to work toward a long-term 
resolution through the Federal Avia-
tion Administration reauthorization 
bill. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
the adoption of S. 2265, as amended, 
and yield back the balance of our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SERRANO). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. COSTELLO) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
bill, S. 2265, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the Senate 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘An Act to extend the existing provi-
sions regarding the eligibility for es-
sential air service subsidies through 
fiscal year 2008, and for other pur-
poses.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

QUESTION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the question of the privileged reso-
lution noticed earlier today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 799 

Resolved, That Richard B. Cheney, Vice 
President of the United States, is impeached 
for high crimes and misdemeanors, and that 
the following articles of impeachment be ex-
hibited to the United States Senate: 

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the 
House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in the name of itself and 
of the people of the United States of Amer-
ica, against Richard B. Cheney, Vice Presi-
dent of the United States of America, in 
maintenance and support of its impeachment 
against him for high crimes and mis-
demeanors. 

ARTICLE I 

In his conduct while Vice President of the 
United States, Richard B. Cheney, in viola-
tion of his constitutional oath to faithfully 
execute the office of Vice President of the 
United States and, to the best of his ability, 
preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and in violation of 
his constitutional duty to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, has purposely 
manipulated the intelligence process to de-
ceive the citizens and Congress of the United 
States by fabricating a threat of Iraqi weap-
ons of mass destruction to justify the use of 
the United States Armed Forces against the 
nation of Iraq in a manner damaging to our 
national security interests, to wit: 

(1) Despite all evidence to the contrary, 
the Vice President actively and systemati-
cally sought to deceive the citizens and Con-
gress of the United States about an alleged 
threat of Iraqi weapons of mass destruction: 

(A) ‘We know they have biological and 
chemical weapons.’ March 17, 2002, Press 
Conference by Vice President Dick Cheney 
and His Highness Salman bin Hamad Al 
Khalifa, Crown Prince of Bahrain at Shaikh 
Hamad Palace. 

(B) ‘. . . and we know they are pursuing nu-
clear weapons.’ March 19, 2002, Press Briefing 
by Vice President Dick Cheney and Israeli 
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon in Jerusalem. 
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(C) ‘And he is actively pursuing nuclear 

weapons at this time . . .’ March 24, 2002, 
CNN Late Edition interview with Vice Presi-
dent Cheney. 

(D) ‘We know he’s got chemicals and bio-
logical and we know he’s working on nu-
clear.’ May 19, 2002, NBC Meet the Press 
interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(E) ‘But we now know that Saddam has re-
sumed his efforts to acquire nuclear weapons 
. . . Simply stated, there is no doubt that 
Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass 
destruction. There is no doubt that he is 
amassing them to use against our friends, 
against our allies, and against us.’ August 26, 
2002, Speech of Vice President Cheney at 
VFW 103rd National Convention. 

(F) ‘Based on intelligence that’s becoming 
available, some of it has been made public, 
more of it hopefully will be, that he has in-
deed stepped up his capacity to produce and 
deliver biological weapons, that he has re-
constituted his nuclear program to develop a 
nuclear weapon, that there are efforts under 
way inside Iraq to significantly expand his 
capability.’ September 8, 2002, NBC Meet the 
Press interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(G) ‘He is, in fact, actively and aggres-
sively seeking to acquire nuclear weapons.’ 
September 8, 2002, NBC Meet the Press inter-
view with Vice President Cheney. 

(H) ‘And we believe he has, in fact, recon-
stituted nuclear weapons.’ March 16, 2003, 
NBC Meet the Press interview with Vice 
President Cheney. 

(2) Preceding the March 2003 invasion of 
Iraq the Vice President was fully informed 
that no legitimate evidence existed of weap-
ons of mass destruction in Iraq. The Vice 
President pressured the intelligence commu-
nity to change their findings to enable the 
deception of the citizens and Congress of the 
United States. 

(A) Vice President Cheney and his Chief of 
Staff, Lewis Libby, made multiple trips to 
the CIA in 2002 to question analysts studying 
Iraq’s weapons programs and alleged links to 
al Qaeda, creating an environment in which 
analysts felt they were being pressured to 
make their assessments fit with the Bush ad-
ministration’s policy objectives accounts. 

(B) Vice President Cheney sought out 
unverified and ultimately inaccurate raw in-
telligence to prove his preconceived beliefs. 
This strategy of cherry picking was em-
ployed to influence the interpretation of the 
intelligence. 

(3) The Vice President’s actions corrupted 
or attempted to corrupt the 2002 National In-
telligence Estimate, an intelligence docu-
ment issued on October 1, 2002, and carefully 
considered by Congress prior to the October 
10, 2002, vote to authorize the use of force. 
The Vice President’s actions prevented the 
necessary reconciliation of facts for the Na-
tional Intelligence Estimate which resulted 
in a high number of dissenting opinions from 
technical experts in two Federal agencies. 

(A) The State Department’s Bureau of In-
telligence and Research dissenting view in 
the October 2002 National Intelligence Esti-
mate stated ‘Lacking persuasive evidence 
that Baghdad has launched a coherent effort 
to reconstitute it’s nuclear weapons program 
INR is unwilling to speculate that such an 
effort began soon after the departure of UN 
inspectors or to project a timeline for the 
completion of activities it does not now see 
happening. As a result INR is unable to pre-
dict that Iraq could acquire a nuclear device 
or weapon.’. 

(B) The State Department’s Bureau of In-
telligence and Research dissenting view in 
the October 2002 National Intelligence Esti-
mate also stated that ‘Finally, the claims of 
Iraqi pursuit of natural uranium in Africa 
are, in INR’s assessment, highly dubious.’. 

(C) The State Department’s Bureau of In-
telligence and Research dissenting view in 

the October 2002 National Intelligence Esti-
mate references a Department of Energy 
opinion by stating that ‘INR accepts the 
judgment of technical experts at the US De-
partment of Energy (DOE) who have con-
cluded that the tubes Iraq seeks to acquire 
are poorly suited for use in gas centrifuges 
to be used for uranium enrichment and finds 
unpersuasive the arguments advanced by 
others to make the case that they are in-
tended for that purpose.’. 

The Vice President subverted the national 
security interests of the United States by 
setting the stage for the loss of more than 
3800 United States servicemembers; the loss 
of more than 1 million innocent Iraqi citi-
zens since the United States invasion; the 
loss of approximately $500 billion in war 
costs which has increased our Federal debt; 
the loss of military readiness within the 
United States Armed Services due to over-
extension, lack of training and lack of equip-
ment; the loss of United States credibility in 
world affairs; and the decades of likely 
blowback created by the invasion of Iraq. 

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney has acted in a manner contrary to 
his trust as Vice President, and subversive of 
constitutional government, to the prejudice 
of the cause of law and justice and the mani-
fest injury of the people of the United 
States. Wherefore, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney, by such conduct, is guilty of an im-
peachable offense warranting removal from 
office. 

ARTICLE II 
In his conduct while Vice President of the 

United States, Richard B. Cheney, in viola-
tion of his constitutional oath to faithfully 
execute the office of Vice President of the 
United States and, to the best of his ability, 
preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and in violation of 
his constitutional duty to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, purposely ma-
nipulated the intelligence process to deceive 
the citizens and Congress of the United 
States about an alleged relationship between 
Iraq and al Qaeda in order to justify the use 
of the United States Armed Forces against 
the nation of Iraq in a manner damaging to 
our national security interests, to wit: 

(1) Despite all evidence to the contrary, 
the Vice President actively and systemati-
cally sought to deceive the citizens and the 
Congress of the United States about an al-
leged relationship between Iraq and al 
Qaeda: 

(A) ‘His regime has had high-level contacts 
with Al Qaeda going back a decade and has 
provided training to Al Qaeda terrorists.’ De-
cember 2, 2002, Speech of Vice President Che-
ney at the Air National Guard Senior Lead-
ership Conference. 

(B) ‘His regime aids and protects terror-
ists, including members of Al Qaeda. He 
could decide secretly to provide weapons of 
mass destruction to terrorists for use 
against us.’ January 30, 2003, Speech of Vice 
President Cheney to 30th Political Action 
Conference in Arlington, Virginia. 

(C) ‘We know he’s out trying once again to 
produce nuclear weapons and we know that 
he has a long-standing relationship with var-
ious terrorist groups, including the Al Qaeda 
organization.’ March 16, 2003, NBC Meet the 
Press interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(D) ‘We learned more and more that there 
was a relationship between Iraq and Al 
Qaeda that stretched back through most of 
the decade of the ’90s, that it involved train-
ing, for example, on biological weapons and 
chemical weapons . . .’ September 14, 2003, 
NBC Meet the Press interview with Vice 
President Cheney. 

(E) ‘Al Qaeda had a base of operation there 
up in Northeastern Iraq where they ran a 

large poisons factory for attacks against Eu-
ropeans and U.S. forces.’ October 3, 2003, 
Speech of Vice President Cheney at Bush- 
Cheney ’04 Fundraiser in Iowa. 

(F) ‘He also had an established relationship 
with Al Qaeda providing training to Al 
Qaeda members in areas of poisons, gases, 
and conventional bombs.’ October 10, 2003, 
Speech of Vice President Cheney to the Her-
itage Foundation. 

(G) ‘Al Qaeda and the Iraqi intelligence 
services have worked together on a number 
of occasions.’ January 9, 2004, Rocky Moun-
tain News interview with Vice President 
Cheney. 

(H) ‘I think there’s overwhelming evidence 
that there was a connection between Al 
Qaeda and the Iraqi government.’ January 
22, 2004, NPR: Morning Edition interview 
with Vice President Cheney. 

(I) ‘First of all, on the question of—of 
whether or not there was any kind of rela-
tionship, there clearly was a relationship. 
It’s been testified to; the evidence is over-
whelming.’ June 17, 2004, CNBC: Capital Re-
port interview with Vice President Cheney. 

(2) Preceding the March 2003 invasion of 
Iraq the Vice President was fully informed 
that no credible evidence existed of a work-
ing relationship between Iraq and al Qaeda, a 
fact articulated in several official docu-
ments, including: 

(A) A classified Presidential Daily Briefing 
ten days after the September 11, 2001, at-
tacks indicating that the United States in-
telligence community had no evidence link-
ing Saddam Hussein to the September 11th 
attacks and that there was ‘scant credible 
evidence that Iraq had any significant col-
laborative ties with Al Qaeda’. 

(B) Defense Intelligence Terrorism Sum-
mary No. 044–02, issued in February 2002 by 
the United States Defense Intelligence Agen-
cy, which challenged the credibility of infor-
mation gleaned from captured al Qaeda lead-
er al-Libi. The DIA report also cast signifi-
cant doubt on the possibility of a Saddam 
Hussein-al-Qaeda conspiracy: ‘Saddam’s re-
gime is intensely secular and is wary of Is-
lamic revolutionary movements. Moreover, 
Baghdad is unlikely to provide assistance to 
a group it cannot control.’. 

(C) A January 2003 British intelligence 
classified report on Iraq that concluded that 
‘there are no current links between the Iraqi 
regime and the al-Qaeda network’. 

The Vice President subverted the national 
security interests of the United States by 
setting the stage for the loss of more than 
3,800 United States service members; the loss 
of more than 1 million innocent Iraqi citi-
zens since the United States invasion; the 
loss of approximately $500 billion in war 
costs which has increased our Federal debt; 
the loss of military readiness within the 
United States Armed Services due to over-
extension, lack of training and lack of equip-
ment; the loss of United States credibility in 
world affairs; and the decades of likely 
blowback created by the invasion of Iraq. 

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney has acted in a manner contrary to 
his trust as Vice President, and subversive of 
constitutional government, to the prejudice 
of the cause of law and justice and the mani-
fest injury of the people of the United 
States. Wherefore, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney, by such conduct, is guilty of an im-
peachable offense warranting removal from 
office. 

ARTICLE III 
In his conduct while Vice President of the 

United States, Richard B. Cheney, in viola-
tion of his constitutional oath to faithfully 
execute the office of Vice President of the 
United States and, to the best of his ability, 
preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States, and in violation of 
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his constitutional duty to take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, has openly 
threatened aggression against the Republic 
of Iran absent any real threat to the United 
States, and done so with the United States’ 
proven capability to carry out such threats, 
thus undermining the national security of 
the United States, to wit: 

(1) Despite no evidence that Iran has the 
intention or the capability of attacking the 
United States and despite the turmoil cre-
ated by United States’ invasion of Iraq, the 
Vice President has openly threatened aggres-
sion against Iran as evidenced by the fol-
lowing: 

(A) ‘For our part, the United States is 
keeping all options on the table in address-
ing the irresponsible conduct of the regime. 
And we join other nations in sending that re-
gime a clear message: We will not allow Iran 
to have a nuclear weapon.’ March 7, 2006, 
Speech of Vice President Cheney to Amer-
ican Israel Public Affairs Committee 2006 
Policy Conference. 

(B) ‘But we’ve also made it clear that all 
options are on the table.’ January 24, 2007, 
CNN Situation Room interview with Vice 
President Cheney. 

(C) ‘When we—as the President did, for ex-
ample, recently—deploy another aircraft 
carrier task force to the Gulf, that sends a 
very strong signal to everybody in the region 
that the United States is here to stay, that 
we clearly have significant capabilities, and 
that we are working with friends and allies 
as well as the international organizations to 
deal with the Iranian threat.’ January 29, 
2007, Newsweek interview with Vice Presi-
dent Cheney. 

(D) ‘But I’ve also made the point and the 
President has made the point that all op-
tions are still on the table.’ February 24, 
2007, Vice President Cheney at Press Briefing 
with Australian Prime Minister in Sydney, 
Australia. 

(2) The Vice President, who repeatedly and 
falsely claimed to have had specific, detailed 
knowledge of Iraq’s alleged weapons of mass 
destruction capabilities, is no doubt fully 
aware of evidence that demonstrates Iran 
poses no real threat to the United States as 
evidenced by the following: 

(A) ‘I know that what we see in Iran right 
now is not the industrial capacity you can 
[use to develop a] bomb.’ Mohamed 
ElBaradei, Director General of International 
Atomic Energy Agency, February 19, 2007. 

(B) Iran indicated its ‘full readiness and 
willingness to negotiate on the modality for 
the resolution of the outstanding issues with 
the IAEA, subject to the assurances for deal-
ing with the issues in the framework of the 
Agency, without the interference of the 
United Nations Security Council’. IAEA 
Board Report, February 22, 2007. 

(C) ‘. . . so whatever they have, what we 
have seen today, is not the kind of capacity 
that would enable them to make bombs.’ 
Mohamed El Baradei, Director General of 
International Atomic Energy Agency, Feb-
ruary 19, 2007. 

(3) The Vice President is fully aware of the 
actions taken by the United States towards 
Iran that are further destabilizing the world 
as evidenced by the following: 

(A) The United States has refused to en-
gage in meaningful diplomatic relations with 
Iran since 2002, rebuffing both bilateral and 
multilateral offers to dialogue. 

(B) The United States is currently engaged 
in a military buildup in the Middle East that 
includes the increased presence of the United 
States Navy in the waters near Iran, signifi-
cant United States Armed Forces in two na-
tions neighboring to Iran, and the installa-
tion of anti-missile technology in the region. 

(C) News accounts have indicated that 
military planners have considered the B61– 

11, a tactical nuclear weapon, as one of the 
options to strike underground bunkers in 
Iran. 

(D) The United States has been linked to 
anti-Iranian organizations that are attempt-
ing to destabilize the Iranian government, in 
particular the Mujahideen-e Khalq (MEK), 
even though the state department has brand-
ed it a terrorist organization. 

(E) News accounts indicate that United 
States troops have been ordered into Iran to 
collect data and establish contact with anti- 
government groups. 

(4) In the last three years the Vice Presi-
dent has repeatedly threatened Iran. How-
ever, the Vice President is legally bound by 
the U.S. Constitution’s adherence to inter-
national law that prohibits threats of use of 
force. 

(A) Article VI of the United States Con-
stitution states, ‘This Constitution, and the 
Laws of the United States which shall be 
made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the Au-
thority of the United States, shall be the su-
preme Law of the Land.’ Any provision of an 
international treaty ratified by the United 
States becomes the law of the United States. 

(B) The United States is a signatory to the 
United Nations Charter, a treaty among the 
nations of the world. Article II, Section 4 of 
the United Nations Charter states, ‘All Mem-
bers shall refrain in their international rela-
tions from the threat or use of force against 
the territorial integrity or political inde-
pendence of any state, or in any other man-
ner inconsistent with the Purposes of the 
United Nations.’ The threat of force is ille-
gal. 

(C) Article 51 lays out the only exception, 
‘Nothing in the present Charter shall impair 
the inherent right of individual or collective 
self-defense if an armed attack occurs 
against a Member of the United Nations, 
until the Security Council has taken meas-
ures necessary to maintain international 
peace and security.’ Iran has not attacked 
the United States; therefore any threat 
against Iran by the United States is illegal. 

The Vice President’s deception upon the 
citizens and Congress of the United States 
that enabled the failed United States inva-
sion of Iraq forcibly altered the rules of di-
plomacy such that the Vice President’s re-
cent belligerent actions towards Iran are de-
stabilizing and counterproductive to the na-
tional security of the United States. 

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney has acted in a manner contrary to 
his trust as Vice President, and subversive of 
constitutional government, to the prejudice 
of the cause of law and justice and the mani-
fest injury of the people of the United 
States. Wherefore Richard B. Cheney, by 
such conduct, warrants impeachment and 
trial, and removal from office. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution presents a question of privi-
lege. 

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. HOYER 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the resolution be laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to table. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to table 
will be followed by 5-minute votes on 
motions to suspend the rules with re-

gard to H. Con. Res. 162, by the yeas 
and nays; H.R. 3997, by the yeas and 
nays; and H.R. 3495, by the yeas and 
nays. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 162, nays 
251, not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1037] 

YEAS—162 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baird 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Cuellar 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fattah 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 

Gilchrest 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCrery 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 

Murtha 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Paul 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Sestak 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (MS) 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waxman 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—251 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 

Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carter 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Doggett 

Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Feeney 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
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Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hare 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 

McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 

Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schmidt 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Solis 
Souder 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Ferguson 

Gillibrand 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 

Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

b 1602 

Messrs. BOEHNER, ROGERS of Ala-
bama, MCKEON, CAMPBELL of Cali-
fornia, BLUNT, BILBRAY, MCCARTHY 
of California, KINGSTON, ROSKAM, 
FEENEY, GARRETT of New Jersey, 
ISSA, SALI, BONNER, FLAKE, DEAL 
of Georgia, CONAWAY, CRENSHAW, 
EHLERS, KLINE of Minnesota, PE-
TERSON of Pennsylvania, CALVERT, 
BILIRAKIS, INGLIS of South Carolina, 
REHBERG, BROUN of Georgia, 
BISHOP of Utah, TIAHRT, LUCAS, 
DOOLITTLE, PEARCE, BARRETT of 
South Carolina, WELLER of Illinois, 
HASTINGS of Washington, DAVID 
DAVIS of Tennessee, WICKER, 
NUNES, LEWIS of Kentucky, 
ADERHOLT, SESSIONS, HERGER, 
LAHOOD, BACHUS, LINDER, FORBES, 
LATOURETTE, DAVIS of Kentucky, 
PENCE, TIBERI, REYNOLDS, PUT-
NAM, HENSARLING, POE, MORAN of 
Kansas, MCHUGH, LATHAM, CARTER, 
ALEXANDER, MACK, PLATTS, 
BOOZMAN, REICHERT, FORTEN-
BERRY, HOEKSTRA, DANIEL E. LUN-

GREN of California, FRANKS of Ari-
zona, GARY G. MILLER of California, 
HAYES, BOUSTANY, PICKERING, 
THORNBERRY, FOSSELLA, PETRI, 
GOODE, TIERNEY, WALDEN of Or-
egon, MICA, MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, ROGERS of Kentucky, 
HONDA, SIMPSON, SAXTON, 
DREIER, YOUNG of Florida, SMITH of 
Texas, KUHL of New York, LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, UPTON, 
BURGESS, GALLEGLY, CANTOR, 
SULLIVAN, RYAN of Wisconsin, 
KNOLLENBERG, SHIMKUS, GRAVES, 
CROWLEY, WHITFIELD, WALSH of 
New York, GOODLATTE, 
NEUGEBAUER, MILLER of Florida, 
EVERETT, CULBERSON, MCCAUL of 
Texas, BROWN of South Carolina, 
COLE of Oklahoma, KELLER of Flor-
ida, FRELINGHUYSEN, BUCHANAN, 
LOBIONDO, BAKER, SENSEN-
BRENNER, STEARNS, MANZULLO, 
CAMP of Michigan, TIM MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, DENT, ROHRABACHER, 
HELLER of Nevada, JORDAN of Ohio, 
GERLACH, AKIN, BURTON of Indiana, 
SHERMAN, CLEAVER, DICKS, HOLT, 
PALLONE, RUSH, ALLEN, RANGEL, 
WATT, PRICE of North Carolina, 
PERLMUTTER, HODES, ORTIZ, GENE 
GREEN of Texas, MILLER of North 
Carolina, PITTS, GINGREY, CANNON, 
AL GREEN of Texas, DUNCAN, 
WALBERG, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, Mrs. DRAKE, Mrs. 
EMERSON, Mrs. BONO, Mrs. MYRICK, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS, Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Ms. FOXX, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Ms. GRANGER, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Min-
nesota, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, and 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. COBLE, HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, WAXMAN, BOSWELL, FATTAH, 
MCNERNEY, RAHALL, JONES of 
North Carolina, ISRAEL, Ms. CASTOR, 
and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ 
to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to table was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
MOTION TO REFER OFFERED BY MR. HOYER 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, par-

liamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Ohio may state his par-
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, if this 
motion to refer fails, does my privi-
leged resolution remain on the floor for 
an hour of debate and a final vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution would remain pending. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Would it be subject 
to a vote, then, on the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution would remain pending. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
for a recorded vote on the motion to 
refer to committee. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. 

I am sorry, I may have misunder-
stood the gentleman. You asked for a 
recorded vote on the motion to refer to 
committee? 

I withdraw my motion. He wants to 
have a vote. I call the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman ask that the motion to refer 
be withdrawn? 

Mr. HOYER. No. I moved that the 
resolution be referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. The gentleman then posed 
a parliamentary inquiry. He then asked 
that the votes be tallied on the motion. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, par-
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The mi-
nority leader may state his parliamen-
tary inquiry. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Maryland moved the pre-
vious question before he engaged in de-
bate. Under the rules, I think there are 
40 minutes to be divided by both sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pre-
vious question has not been ordered 
yet. 

Does the gentleman from Maryland 
ask to withdraw the motion? 

Mr. HOYER. No, I move to refer the 
bill to the committee. This matter is a 
matter of very serious import. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not think the House should take up today the 
question of whether we will exercise our Con-
stitutional authority to impeach the Vice Presi-
dent and to ask the Senate to try him on 
charges that, if proved, would result in his re-
moval from office. 

That does not mean I support the policies 
advocated by Vice President CHENEY or that I 
think his official conduct has been above re-
proach. On the contrary, I think that he has 
helped create many of the most serious prob-
lems our country now faces and that he is 
continuing to advocate policies that would 
make those problems worse and bring further 
difficulties upon us. 

With President Bush, the vice president 
spearheaded the unfortunately successful ef-
fort to persuade Congress to authorize a rush 
to war in Iraq—which I opposed. He also was 
among those in the Bush Administration who 
refused to listen to the many well-informed 
people who argued that it was imperative that 
adequate measures be taken to prevent the 
disintegration of Iraq’s social and govern-
mental fabric that otherwise predictably would 
follow the equally predictable successful mili-
tary action to remove the Saddam Hussein re-
gime. And now he clearly is among those who 
seem to prefer again rushing to use military 
force—this time to respond to the potential 
danger of a nuclear-armed Iran—before other 
options have been exhausted. I strongly op-
pose that, and have introduced legislation— 
H.R. 3119—to prohibit funds from being obli-
gated or expended for military operations or 
activities within or above Iran’s territory or 
within Iran’s territorial waters except pursuant 
to a new, specific congressional authorization. 
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But the question now before the House is 

not whether we think the vice president’s ac-
tions have been helpful to the national inter-
est, as his supporters presumably would con-
tend, or whether they have had or could have 
adverse consequences—as I myself think. In-
stead, we are being asked whether we should 
now, today, proceed to charge that the vice 
president has violated his constitutional oath 
to faithfully execute the duties of his office and 
to defend the Constitution and thus should be 
impeached. 

The resolution sets forth what its author 
says are the specific statements and actions 
of the vice president that constitute violations 
of his oath. I agree that those statements and 
actions are deeply troubling and raise serious 
questions about the way the vice president 
has used his position, both in communicating 
with the American people and in participating 
in the shaping of Bush Administration policies. 
But at this moment I am not prepared to say 
that there are adequate grounds to conclude 
that those statements and actions in fact con-
stitute grounds for impeachment—and I do not 
think that Members of the House should be 
called upon to reach that conclusion today. 

I think that before the House is asked to 
reach that conclusion, the vice president 
should have an opportunity to respond to the 
resolution’s charges and the statements and 
actions it cites in support of those charges. I 
also think that before we are asked to vote on 
the resolution, we should have the benefit of 
hearing from appropriate legal experts and 
other qualified witnesses and that the Judici-
ary Committee should prepare a report that 
will provide the basis for any debate here on 
the floor of the House. 

Impeachment is not entirely a legal ques-
tion. It is partly political, which is why the Con-
stitution entrusts it to Congress and not the 
courts. But I think it is essential that any deci-
sion to impeach any federal official should 
come only through a careful, thorough process 
that provides adequate due process for the 
accused and that will lay the proper foundation 
for a sound decision. I think to do otherwise, 
as the author of this resolution seeks to do, 
would further weaken the civility toward our 
colleagues and respect for those with whom 
we disagree that should be the basis for our 
service in Congress and would only add to the 
polarization and rancor that are all too preva-
lent in the Nation’s political debates. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I must op-
pose consideration of this resolution at this 
time. 

Mr. HOYER. I move the previous 
question on the motion to refer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I de-

mand a recorded vote. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption of the motion. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 218, noes 194, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1038] 

AYES—218 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—194 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 

Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Filner 

Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 

Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—20 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Ferguson 

Franks (AZ) 
Gillibrand 
Johnson, Sam 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 

Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Thompson (MS) 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes left on this vote. 

b 1623 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to refer. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 218, noes 194, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1039] 

AYES—218 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 

Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 

Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
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Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 

Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—194 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 

Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 

LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 

Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—20 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Davis, Lincoln 

Ferguson 
Gillibrand 
Johnson, Sam 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Mollohan 
Oberstar 

Pastor 
Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes left on this vote. 

b 1632 

So the motion to refer was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. Speaker, please let 
the RECORD show that I missed one series of 
votes on Tuesday, November 6, 2007, be-
cause I was in my home district voting on 
Election Day. 

Had I been present, I would have voted in 
the following way: 

Motion to Table H. Res. 799, the Kucinich 
Resolution—I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Motion ordering the Previous Question, the 
Kucinich Resolution—I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 

Motion to Refer to the House Judiciary 
Committee, the Kucinich Resolution—I would 
have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

WATER RESOURCES DEVELOP-
MENT ACT OF 2007—VETO MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DOYLE). The unfinished business is the 
further consideration of the veto mes-
sage of the President on the bill (H.R. 
1495) to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related 
resources, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers 
and harbors of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the bill, the objections 
of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding? 

The gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, for purposes of de-
bate only, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that all Members have 5 legis-
lative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on the matter under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen-
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentlewoman from Texas yield for a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I will. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. MICA. My only parliamentary in-
quiry is, in fact, that we are now in 
fact taking up the WRDA veto over-
ride, and that debate will take up 1 
hour, and the time has been equally di-
vided. 

Is that the correct parliamentary 
procedure or order of business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct. 

Mr. MICA. Thank you. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, it was a little over 2 
years ago that Hurricanes Katrina and 
Rita tore through the gulf coast leav-
ing a trail of tragedy and despair in 
their wake. 

Endless news reports documented the 
disaster, the catastrophe, the misfor-
tune and the heartbreak of the affected 
communities. Even some of our col-
leagues lost their homes. Many won-
dered how they could help these vic-
tims, whose homes, families and liveli-
hoods were destroyed in a matter of 
hours. 

Washington may be geographically 
far from Mississippi, Louisiana, Ala-
bama and Texas, but it gives us no ex-
cuse to dismiss the travails of those 
States. We cannot merely look at these 
events through protective glass, ruling 
on the fates of these communities from 
far away. We must be on the ground, 
planning recovery and reconstruction 
to ensure the devastation experienced 
never happens again. 

Most of us have traveled to New Orle-
ans since Hurricane Katrina to try and 
understand what needs to be done to 
help the region prepare for the future. 
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I have seen firsthand the devastation 
faced by the citizens of New Orleans 
and the surrounding region. 

On September 15, 2005, President 
Bush stood in New Orleans, Louisiana, 
in the dark of the night and stated, 
‘‘Throughout the area hit by the hurri-
cane, we will do what it takes, we will 
stay as long as it takes, to help citi-
zens rebuild their communities and 
their lives.’’ 

How is vetoing the Water Resources 
Development Act consistent with this 
pledge? We need to change how we deal 
with these events. 

Our Federal emergency planning 
should not consist of after-the-fact re-
covery. We must institute prevention. 
We cannot simply wait for tragedy 
after tragedy and then hastily truck in 
meals ready to eat or trucks of bottles 
of water. We need to truck in reform 
now. 

Prior to the hurricanes, the gulf 
coast had but a patchwork of protec-
tion. The wetlands had disappeared. 
The buffer that could have reduced the 
wrath of the winds and storm surge of 
Katrina and Rita had been vanishing. 
This legislation authorizes the Army 
Corps of Engineers to begin to replen-
ish the water coastline. 

WRDA 2007 also closes the Mississippi 
River Gulf Outlet, commonly known as 
‘‘Mr. Go,’’ taking a proactive step to 
help the people and the businesses of 
Louisiana, Mississippi and the entire 
Gulf Coast States. The Mississippi 
River Gulf Outlet was authorized to 
provide a shorter shipping channel 
from the Gulf of Mexico to New Orle-
ans; yet the projected traffic for this 
corridor never materialized. Unfortu-
nately, the outlet may have substan-
tially contributed to the severe flood-
ing of the City of New Orleans and the 
lower Ninth Ward during Hurricane 
Katrina. 

WRDA 2007 is also essential to fulfill 
the President’s commitment to rebuild 
New Orleans even better and stronger 
than before the storm. Unfortunately, 
by vetoing this legislation, the Presi-
dent is turning his back on the com-
mitment to rebuild this great city, 
vetoing the authorization for the Corps 
to raise enhanced flood protection lev-
ees surrounding the City of New Orle-
ans and to achieve a 100-year level of 
protection. 

Some may think that investment in 
our Nation’s infrastructure should 
have a cost ceiling. We will never be 
able to contain this cost until we do 
some of the work. That investment in 
our Nation’s future should only cost so 
much. Well, for those who make this 
argument concerning this bill, I urge 
them to study the recent past of this 
legislative body. 

This bill is not new. As many times 
as we don’t finish it, cost goes up. 
WRDA 2007 contains water resource 
projects that have been pending in the 
halls of this Chamber for far too long. 
Water resources legislation is most ef-
fective when authorized every 2 years. 
Even the executive branch department 

indicated that we need $19 billion every 
other year to bring this, all the infra-
structure, up to par. This hasn’t hap-
pened. 

The last bill was signed in 2000 by 
President Clinton. This bill clears a 7- 
year logjam. A larger bill is necessary 
to carry a larger load. 

When President Bush states that this 
bill is too costly, he is not considering 
the time lag. This debate is not about 
whether this legislation could cost $14 
billion or $15 billion, but about whether 
this legislation authorizes projects 
that reinvest in the Nation’s crumbling 
infrastructure. 

We do right by this country when we 
invest in its infrastructure. Regret-
tably, we are falling miserably behind. 
China spends 9 percent of its gross do-
mestic product on infrastructure. India 
spends 3.5 percent and the U.S. spends 
a meager .93 percent. We must do bet-
ter. 

We don’t want a situation where our 
beaches remain contaminated with 
open sewage or other contaminants. We 
passed this particular conference re-
port on August 1, 2007, the same day 
that the highway bridge I–35 collapsed 
in Minnesota. We stood on this floor 
considering investment in infrastruc-
ture at the same time that emergency 
personnel were working the wreckage 
of a structure that unexpectedly is un-
stable. Our country cannot continue to 
put an arbitrary cost ceiling on invest-
ment in our public works. 

If we do this on a regular basis, we 
won’t have to do that. 

Simply put, this legislation is about 
meeting our commitments to the Na-
tion on protecting lives and liveli-
hoods, ensuring economic competitive-
ness in the global marketplace, and re-
storing the Nation’s ecological treas-
ures. 

For example, WRDA 2007 authorizes 
the first three projects in the Com-
prehensive Everglades Restoration 
Plan, the Picayune Strand, Indian 
River Lagoon, and the Site 1 Impound-
ment Project. 

Since 2000, all 15 components of the 
Comprehensive Everglades Restoration 
Plan have been delayed. Costs have de-
creased, and even in my paper this 
weekend, there was an article on how 
the Everglades were disappearing. 

Florida’s Big Cypress National Pre-
serve and Everglades National Park 
continue to be listed in the directories 
of our country’s most endangered 
parks. As the population of the State 
of Florida has boomed, land manage-
ment has not kept pace. This bill be-
gins the journey to a better Florida. 

If safety and human protection are 
not good enough reasons to secure the 
passage of this legislation, I urge the 
President to consider our industry. 
WRDA 2007 seeks to improve our wa-
ters for our industry and our environ-
ment. This bill authorizes seven locks 
and dams in the Upper Mississippi 
River, as well as the ecosystem res-
toration projects in the Midwest re-
gion. 

b 1645 
This bill doesn’t just address large 

water resources projects. Many smaller 
projects are contained within this leg-
islation, seeking to improve cities and 
small towns across the Nation. We’d 
like very much for drinking bottled 
water to continue to be a selection and 
a choice, rather than a necessity. 

These projects do not make national 
headlines, but they make a difference 
in the quality of life for those who live 
in these vicinities. Without these 
projects, many communities would be 
without necessary flood control, eco-
system restoration, and economic and 
public health necessities. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I’d be remiss if 
I failed to mention the flood control 
needs of my district in Dallas. The Dal-
las Floodway accepts 1,600 square miles 
of Trinity River watershed runoff and 
safely moves the flood waters through 
the City of Dallas by virtue of levees 
that form both sides of the 2,000 foot- 
wide floodway. The flooding has been 
projected to flood the downtown area 
where all of the basis of our economy 
is. The floodway levees protect the 
downtown Dallas vicinity from a po-
tential flood damage loss to property 
and infrastructure of $8 billion or 
more. 

The 23 miles of levees for the Dallas 
Floodway were originally constructed 
by local interests in 1932 and recon-
structed by the Corps in 1960. Since 
1960, the upstream watershed has expe-
rienced the exploding population 
growth, which has significantly in-
creased run-off, overwhelmed our anti-
quated interior drainage pumps, and 
greatly reduced the flood protection af-
forded by the levee system. 

My district’s flood control needs are 
great; and like other communities 
across the Nation, they are anxiously 
anticipating the resumption of a pre-
dictable, consistent and 2-year WRDA 
cycle. 

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that 
this Congress send a message to the 
American people today that we intend 
to make our Nation’s infrastructure a 
priority. 

I urge my colleagues to join with me 
and vote ‘‘yes’’ in making our infra-
structure a priority, vote ‘‘yes’’ for 
your districts, and vote ‘‘yes’’ to over-
ride the ill-advised veto. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, let me say at 

the outset, I have supported President 
Bush on many occasions. In fact, I 
pulled a list of some 43 measures on 
which I supported the President in an 
attempt to sustain a veto. 

But today, my colleagues, I must re-
spectfully disagree with President 
Bush’s veto of this important and long 
overdue Water Resources Development 
Act. I believe it’s far too important for 
both our Nation and for my State of 
Florida and, again, for all the projects 
that are in the backlog. I’m dis-
appointed the President and the White 
House have decided to veto this legisla-
tion that includes many critically 
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needed infrastructure and restoration 
projects. 

For the first time, you’ve heard this 
since 2000, the year 2000, Congress will 
enact legislation authorizing, and this 
is authorizing, we are setting 
Congress’s priorities for authorization. 
All of these projects in this bill must 
come back for approval for funding. 

But this particular bill includes all of 
the water resource projects to restore 
our endangered ecosystems across the 
country, construct new levees, dams, 
rebuild our beaches, and work on other 
important water resources projects. 

A significant portion of the bill, I 
might say, deals with Everglades res-
toration, something that we’ve been 
working on for years. And also another 
significant portion of this legislation 
deals with work and reconstruction of 
some of our water resources projects in 
the damaged gulf of the United States. 

There’s been, as you’ve heard, a 
water resources bill introduced in 
every Congress since 2000; however, 
controversies always dash the hopes of 
approving a measure. 

After I assumed responsibility for 
ranking member of the House Repub-
lican leader on the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee, I met with 
the new chairman, Mr. OBERSTAR, and I 
sat down and we tried to decide what 
were our priorities. And this is a great 
example of how this body should work. 
This is a bipartisan measure. Mr. OBER-
STAR, this was one of his priorities. He 
worked on it for a number of years. I 
came new to my leadership position, 
but pledged to work with him; and we 
did work together on this. 

Let me say also, ironically, I feel sad 
today that Mr. OBERSTAR is not joining 
us. Our hearts, our thoughts and our 
prayers are with him. He’s recovering 
from surgery yesterday which he had 
scheduled some time in advance. 

But he served this House for 32 years 
before he became the chairman of T & 
I. He made a commitment, a bipartisan 
commitment to work together, and we 
did that. And when you do that in this 
House, you can achieve anything. And 
in a few minutes we will achieve an 
override of the President’s veto be-
cause we worked together in a bipar-
tisan manner to rebuild our Nation’s 
water resources. 

Let me say also that earmarks, and 
this contains a number of projects, ear-
marks have gotten a somewhat tainted 
reputation and were criticized. But 
what we did, and what I tried to do on 
the Republican side, was make certain 
that this was a transparent process. 
Every Republican House project was 
publicly submitted, publicly available 
for review, and very carefully vetted. 
In fact, Mr. OBERSTAR and I cut more 
than 100 projects from the 2005 pro-
posed House-passed WRDA proposal 
that did not pass. 

The 2007 WRDA bill addresses what I 
believe are the important needs of our 
Nation. Again, I think this is a good 
bill that represents investment in 
America. These investments will im-

prove trade, protect our homes, our 
businesses from flood damages, and 
from other ravages of Mother Nature 
we’ve seen. They’ll enhance our quality 
of life by restoring aquatic ecosystems 
like in the State of Florida with the 
Everglades restoration. 

This legislation ensures our ports 
and waterways remain viable in the 
international marketplace by author-
izing critical navigational deepening 
projects. Maritime commerce is abso-
lutely essential to the future of our 
economy. Congestion at an outdated 
port or waterway is becoming a na-
tional economic issue, and this bill ad-
dresses that economic problem. Prod-
ucts moving into our waterways aid 
our environment and lessen highway 
and rail congestion. 

Efficient waterways must be, in fact, 
an integral part of America’s inter-
modal transportation system, and this 
bill helps do that. 

To maintain our place in the global 
economy, the United States must have 
modern ports and waterways. Our ports 
and waterways need to be improved to 
handle additional traffic. And what’s 
coming are mega-ships, a new class of 
larger liners and freighters that are 
coming. We have almost no ports that 
can handle that type of traffic. This 
conference report addresses these needs 
in several ways, including improve-
ments to waterways in my State of 
Florida, as well as in Texas, Louisiana, 
Virginia, and other areas. 

In addition, this bill authorizes seven 
new locks and other navigational im-
provements on the upper Mississippi 
River. 

The WRDA conference report author-
izes critical projects to provide flood 
protection to millions of Americans. 
And we’ve all seen that if we neglect 
our waterway infrastructure or our 
water protection system, you’ve heard 
that adage, we pay now or we pay later. 
Well, I can tell you we’ll pay much 
later if we don’t protect ourselves 
from, again, reducing the potential 
flood damage that we’ve seen. 

This bill includes many projects that 
protect our cities from floods and also 
from those coastal storms we’ve experi-
enced. 

The Corps of Engineers is the leader 
in planning and carrying out our envi-
ronmental restoration projects. And 
this conference report that we will 
override a veto on in a few minutes is 
by far the greenest, most environ-
mentally friendly Water Resources De-
velopment Act ever passed by Con-
gress. This bill’s major new focus is en-
vironmental restoration, and again, it 
contains the first work. In 2000 we au-
thorized study of cleaning up the Ever-
glades. This bill authorizes work on the 
Everglades. 

Everglades restoration, as I said, has 
been talked about for years. And it is a 
national ecological treasure that must 
be protected for future generations of 
Americans. 

I might say too that the restoration 
of the Everglades is in partnership with 

the State of Florida. And I have a mes-
sage from a Republican Governor, 
Charlie Crist, was handed to me ear-
lier: Greetings from Brazil, where he’s 
now with 200 businessmen. And the Re-
publican Governor of the State of Flor-
ida is urging that we override the 
President’s veto, basically because of 
what I said about the Everglades and 
other critical water infrastructure 
projects in the State of Florida. 

This bill does not, as I said, guar-
antee funding. Money will have to be 
appropriated to meet these authoriza-
tion levels; but it represents a critical 
commitment by this Congress to re-
store, again, an ecological jewel in 
Florida and water resources projects 
throughout the United States. 

Also addressed in the bill are policy 
issues that will improve how the Corps 
of Engineers actually conducts 
projects, and that’s also important. 
There’s a peer review process that I 
think is critical to monitoring and pro-
tecting whether the projects perform 
as designed. 

I know the President is concerned 
that the conference report authorizes 
more projects than could actually be 
funded. All of those projects may not 
ultimately receive funding from Con-
gress. They have to come back to Con-
gress, even after this authorization. 
But it is important that we authorize, 
through this conference report, a good 
list of investments from which the 
Congress can later prioritize funding. 

Finally, I know the White House has 
expressed concerns with this bill. How-
ever, again, the House bill in 2005 con-
tained 784 projects. The House bill in 
2007 that we worked to examine in a 
transparent manner the projects, con-
tains 682. Over 100 projects were cut out 
of the previous House bill. Again, this 
was, I believe, an open and transparent 
and a bipartisan process that, hope-
fully, will restore some of the public’s 
confidence in this process. 

And, finally, we have to realize that 
this bill, since we haven’t passed one 
since 2000, represents the equivalent of 
three WRDA bills. When we had a 
backup in 1986 we, in fact, funded $11 
billion worth of projects back in 1986 
because we hadn’t passed a bill in a 
long time. 

So while I wholeheartedly respect the 
President’s veto, we, as Congress have 
a responsibility to provide for our Na-
tion’s resources and infrastructure, 
provide the leadership to get that job 
done. And I urge Members to support 
overriding the President’s veto. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
our majority whip, Mr. CLYBURN. 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of the Water Resources 
Development Act. The benefits that 
this bill provides are not only long 
overdue, but much needed by commu-
nities all across our great Nation. 

The importance of this bill is high-
lighted throughout my congressional 
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district and this country. Part of my 
district has been labeled by some as a 
‘‘corridor of shame,’’ communities bi-
sected by Interstate 95. This region of 
South Carolina has some of the most 
serious health problems to be found 
anywhere in this country. 

I have consulted the experts trying 
to ascertain why these health dispari-
ties exist in my district. 

b 1700 
And they have said that the problems 

originate in the water that my con-
stituents are drinking. In fact, they 
tell me that at the turn of the last cen-
tury, the life expectancy in this coun-
try was less than 50 years. At the turn 
of this century, life expectancy has 
reached over 70 years. They say that 
this extension of life is directly attrib-
uted to the water that my constituents 
or the people in this country drink. 

And beyond the health issue, this is 
also a safety and natural disaster issue. 
This bill authorizes funds for our coast-
al communities throughout the coun-
try that are susceptible to hurricanes 
and flooding. This legislation also reaf-
firms this Congress’s commitment to 
helping our brothers and sisters who 
had their lives shattered by Hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita. This bill authorizes 
close to $2 billion for coastal restora-
tion initiatives along the gulf coast. 

So I encourage my colleagues to vote 
to override this veto because in doing 
so, you are safeguarding the health and 
physical well-being of millions of 
Americans. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to yield 21⁄2 minutes to one of the lead-
ers in the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, the gentlewoman 
from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER). 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I certainly thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and I appreciate 
his very hard work on this bill, as well 
as the chairperson of T & I, who, unfor-
tunately, as has been mentioned, has 
not been able to be with us today. But 
we have got great leadership, and to 
the chairperson of the Water Resources 
Subcommittee as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to express my in-
credible disappointment of the Presi-
dent’s veto of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act because there was an 
enormous amount of bipartisan work 
that went into crafting this bill, as was 
demonstrated actually by the over-
whelming support it received in both 
Chambers for final passage. 

The President says this bill spends 
too much. Well, fair enough, until you 
consider that this bill actually spends 
nothing; it simply authorizes, and the 
actual appropriations for every project 
will have plenty of time for discussion 
on the merits before approval. 

The Congress has not passed a WRDA 
bill since 1999. It is long overdue, and it 
addresses critical water projects and 
related infrastructure throughout our 
Nation that I believe we need to invest 
in to keep America strong and healthy. 

Members are talking today about 
various projects in their part of the 

country, so let me just mention a few 
in my area. The great State of Michi-
gan, also known as the Great Lakes 
State, not just because our magnificent 
Great Lakes are a huge economic impe-
tus for us or because our quality of life 
is predicated on them, but, in fact, be-
cause they are our very identity. 

Keep in mind that the Great Lakes 
actually comprise 20 percent, or one- 
fifth, of the fresh water supply on the 
entire planet and that they are facing 
historic low water levels, that they are 
being inundated with invasive species, 
and that they are suffering from chem-
ical spills and billions of gallons of raw 
sewage that are being dumped into 
them. 

This bill authorizes funding for the 
Lake St. Clair-St. Clair River Manage-
ment Plan. It authorizes building an 
electronic barrier at the Chicago Di-
versionary Canal to keep the Asian 
carp from coming in to Lake Michigan 
from the Mississippi River. It author-
izes funding to stop the spread of VHS, 
which is an Ebola-like virus that is in-
fecting some of the fish in the Great 
Lakes. And it authorizes studies on 
how water diversions may be contrib-
uting to the historic low lake levels. 

Mr. Speaker, I like to think of myself 
as a fiscal conservative, but part of 
that, I believe, means being able to 
clearly make choices about priority 
spending. In my mind these types of 
projects are priorities for our Nation. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote to override the 
President’s veto. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
COSTELLO), senior member of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. COSTELLO. I thank the gentle-
woman, the Chair of the subcommittee, 
for yielding time to me, and I thank 
her for all of her hard work on this leg-
islation, as well as Chairman OBER-
STAR, Ranking Member MICA, and the 
ranking member of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of the resolution to override 
the President’s veto of the Water Re-
sources Development Act. 

Overriding the President’s veto is ex-
tremely important, as this legislation 
addresses what the Congress and ad-
ministration failed to do in previous 
years: enact a WRDA bill that address-
es the critical infrastructure needs of 
our country. 

WRDA authorizes projects from 
major flood control, navigation, envi-
ronmental restoration, and other water 
resource projects, as well as includes 
authorizations of several important 
projects to restore and enhance the Na-
tion’s environmental infrastructure. 

The United States transportation 
system has an extensive system of 
highways, ports, locks and dams, and 
airports; yet we continue to neglect up-
grading and modernizing our infra-
structure. We shouldn’t build our infra-
structure and then walk away without 
maintaining and modernizing it as it 
becomes antiquated, like we have done 

with the upper Mississippi and the Illi-
nois Waterways lock and dam system. 

In this WRDA bill, we are author-
izing the Upper Mississippi and Illinois 
Waterway System. The bill authorizes 
the replacement of 600-foot navigation 
locks with seven new 1,200-foot locks to 
bring more efficiency and effectiveness 
to our water transportation system. 

Our current system looses about 10 
percent of its capacity due to the sys-
tem failure and breakdowns because it 
has exceeded its life expectancy by 
over 20 years. It can’t handle the traf-
fic in an efficient and cost-effective 
manner, and it’s costing taxpayers tens 
of millions of dollars to patch it to-
gether every year, let alone the cost in 
time and money to its users. 

At a time when we continue to spend 
$12 billion of the U.S. taxpayers’ money 
every month in Iraq, I can’t understand 
why the President would veto this im-
portant legislation. You have to ask 
the question, how can we afford to 
spend billions of U.S. taxpayer dollars 
to rebuild the infrastructure in Iraq 
but can’t afford to invest in our own 
infrastructure right here at home? 

This bill is 7 years overdue. Our in-
frastructure needs are growing. The 
President’s veto message talks about 
priorities. I believe that the future of 
the U.S. economy and the living stand-
ards of our people should be our top 
priorities. This bill will help our farm-
ers get their crops to market, protect 
critical habitat, and provide flood pro-
tection for our people. 

Modernizing our infrastructure is the 
right thing to do. It is a necessity for 
our economy and commerce, and we, 
therefore, must override the Presi-
dent’s veto today. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support over-
riding the President’s veto of WRDA 
and urge my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to yield 2 minutes to another leader on 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee on the Republican side, the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
BOUSTANY). 

Mr. BOUSTANY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
Water Resources Development Act and 
urge all Members of this Chamber to 
vote to override the Presidential veto. 

When Benjamin Franklin stated ‘‘An 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of 
cure,’’ he very well could have been 
speaking about the Louisiana coast-
line. For years, years, we have been 
losing acres of coastline. 

Now, why is this important? The 
Louisiana coastline is critical for our 
energy infrastructure in this country. 
It’s critical to support the maritime in-
dustry that supports this energy infra-
structure. And without a Water Re-
sources Development Act, which is 7 
years overdue, we are seeing our coast-
line disappear. 

This bill is a start. It’s a start to help 
us to ensure that we can protect our 
coastline from future storm surges, to 
protect this coastline and energy infra-
structure that is so necessary for this 
country. 
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Some have said that the bill is too 

expensive. Well, it is a 7-year bill and 
it’s an authorization. It helps Congress 
set priorities, working with our States, 
working with local officials and the 
scientific community particularly in 
my State of Louisiana who set these 
priorities so as to preserve our coast-
line and valuable water infrastructure 
throughout the country. 

I am very much pleased as well to see 
that the bill has peer review measures 
in it to make sure that we have inde-
pendent peer review of major Corps 
projects. The threshold, I think, was 
set at $45 million. But it also allows 
the chief to have certain flexibilities so 
as to not create unnecessary delays to 
these very valuable projects. 

This is a critically important bill. I 
urge all colleagues to support this bill, 
support an override of the Presidential 
veto. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. MATSUI). 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my strong support for 
the Water Resources Development Act 
of 2007 and to encourage all of my col-
leagues to vote to override the Presi-
dent’s veto for this long overdue legis-
lation. 

We have not had a WRDA bill in over 
7 years. If Hurricane Katrina taught us 
anything, it is that investing in our in-
frastructure is a crucial component of 
preparing for emergencies. Seven years 
is perilously close to an entire genera-
tion without a national overarching 
water policy. 

In my hometown of Sacramento, we 
are all too aware of the importance of 
investing in water projects. We live at 
the confluence of two great rivers: the 
American and Sacramento. 

Sacramento is the most at-risk river 
city in the Nation, and we know that 
we must be vigilant in our efforts to in-
crease our flood protection. This bill 
marks a significant step in our efforts 
to increasing the security of our Na-
tion for generations to come. To be 
clear, Mr. Speaker, we need this bill in 
Sacramento and the Nation needs this 
bill. 

After years of inaction, the bipar-
tisan WRDA bill we have passed comes 
not a moment too soon. There should 
be a WRDA bill coming out of Congress 
and signed by the President every 2 
years. Unfortunately, the President 
has turned his back on assuring the 
safety and security of the American 
people. This strong, bipartisan legisla-
tion will take significant steps to im-
prove our flood protection and invest 
in the future health of our commu-
nities. 

In Sacramento we know exactly how 
important this bill is to our safety, and 
I look forward to voting to override the 
President’s veto today. 

I want to commend Chairman JIM 
OBERSTAR, Ranking Member MICA, 
Subcommittee Chairwoman JOHNSON, 
and Ranking Member BAKER for their 

strong bipartisan leadership in making 
WRDA 2007 a reality. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to yield 11⁄2 minutes to one of the true 
fiscal conservatives of the House, the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

And I want to thank the President 
for vetoing this bill. We Republicans 
promised a new era of fiscal responsi-
bility, and I don’t think it is very fis-
cally responsible to add $750 million in 
earmarks in the conference report 
alone. 

The Senate passed a $14 billion 
WRDA bill. The House passed a $15 bil-
lion WRDA bill. And when the con-
ference came back, you would think 
that they would split the difference, 
maybe 14.5. But, no, it came back at $23 
billion. So $14 billion, $15 billion, you 
compromise and you get $23 billion. 
There is something wrong with this 
picture. 

So I think we should sustain the 
President’s veto. We need to be fiscally 
responsible not just with appropria-
tions but with authorizations as well. 
We simply can’t continue to add to the 
backlog of projects that are already 
out there. It will simply mean that 
more will go unfinished and priorities 
will be diverted off into doing studies 
that will never be done. 

So I applaud the President for 
vetoing this bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to sustain that veto. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 21⁄2 minutes 
to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding, and I 
also thank her for her leadership on 
this very important bill. 

Mr. Speaker, a congressional override 
of this Presidential veto is absolutely 
imperative to ensure the safety and vi-
ability of our Nation’s water infra-
structure. 

For the President to veto this legis-
lation under the guise of fiscal respon-
sibility is hypocritical at best. The tab 
for the President’s endless war in Iraq 
is now in excess of $600 billion and 
counting. Just the interest on the 
amount we have borrowed to fund the 
war is $25 billion per year, an amount 
that exceeds the authorized level of 
this legislation. This veto is a stark re-
minder that the hundreds of billions of 
dollars spent on the war in Iraq has 
been at the expense of pressing prior-
ities here at home. 

In the 5 years since the war began, 
over $45 billion has been spent on re-
storing the infrastructure in Iraq. This 
is double the $23 billion price tag a bi-
partisan majority of Congress seeks 
now to address a 7-year backlog of 
much-needed projects. 

b 1715 

When it comes to domestic priorities, 
the President has decided against in-
vesting in America. He has vetoed ex-
panding health care for children, he 

has vetoed research for life-threatening 
diseases, he has vetoed benchmarks for 
Iraq, and has threatened vetoes on in-
vestments ranging from education to 
law enforcement. Are these vetoes the 
priorities of America, or are they the 
misplaced priorities of an administra-
tion hopelessly out of step with the 
American people? 

Mr. Speaker, the Water Resources 
Development Act benefits all Ameri-
cans and their families who use and 
enjoy our Nation’s waterways. My dis-
trict benefits from the good work that 
the Army Corps of Engineers does for 
coastal communities by helping small 
towns deal with multiple concerns 
ranging from erosion to longstanding 
environmental challenges. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1495 will go a long 
way towards supplying the Corps with 
the resources it needs to protect coast-
al communities by modernizing project 
planning and approval. We simply can-
not afford to let another year go by 
without passing this legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to override the 
President’s veto. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to yield 11⁄2 minutes to another fiscal 
watchdog in the House, a leader in the 
Republican Study Group, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE). 

Mr. PENCE. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman for yielding and for 
his courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, in 2006, the American 
people looked at a sea of debt and def-
icit spending and said, Enough is 
enough, and President Bush got the 
message. 

In using his veto pen in the Water 
Resources Development Act, the Presi-
dent is exercising the fiscal discipline 
that the American people demand of 
this Congress. But the question today 
is, did the Congress get the message? 
Even The Washington Post said, and I 
quote, this last Sunday: ‘‘Mr. Bush is a 
bit late in trying to recover his party’s 
reputation for fiscal conservatism.’’ 
But they go on to say: ‘‘And he’s right: 
after all, the Senate and House 
versions of the legislation tipped the 
scales at $14 billion and $15 billion, re-
spectively.’’ And the compromise that 
lawmakers came together with is $23 
billion. 

The American people long for a Con-
gress and a national government that 
will embrace fiscal discipline and re-
form. 

I urge my colleagues, respectively, 
support the President’s veto. Say 
‘‘yes’’ to a renewed commitment to fis-
cal discipline and reform. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 1 
minute to our majority leader from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. 

The previous speaker I have great re-
spect for; I think he’s one of the very 
conscientious, very able Members of 
this House, and I think he is one of the 
fiscal conservatives that follows a con-
sistent policy. I don’t think that’s true 
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of all his colleagues. I think they talk 
a fiscally conservative game some-
times, but don’t play a fiscally con-
servative game. But let me tell my 
friend this: expenditures are both do-
mestic and non-domestic. And my 
friend is leaving, Mr. FLAKE. I guess 
I’m not going to talk to him about it. 
But the previous speaker spoke about 
fiscally conservative actions. This 
President has sent down to us a request 
for $196.4 billion in expenditures, not in 
Anchorage, not in Baltimore and not in 
Mississippi or California, $196.4 billion 
for Baghdad and Kabul. But, he says, 
water resources development is too 
much for America. He doesn’t pay for a 
single cent of that $196.4 billion, not a 
cent, but he says in order to develop 
the levees to save New Orleans, it has 
cost us billions of dollars because they 
weren’t adequate; or to build bridges 
that don’t fall down in Minnesota, he 
says this is too much money. And I un-
derstand that WDRA doesn’t cover 
bridges. But the point is it covers in-
vestment in our country. 

Mr. Speaker, like most of our House 
colleagues, I am deeply disappointed 
that the President has chosen to veto 
the Water Resources Development Act. 
It is critical to the health of our peo-
ple, to economic development in this 
country, and the safety of our commu-
nities. 

The WDRA conference report, which 
passed the House and Senate by over-
whelming bipartisan votes, 381 Mem-
bers of this House said this investment 
is good for America, and in the Senate, 
81 Senators said this investment is 
good for America, because it makes 
critical investments in our Nation’s 
water resources and infrastructure. 

In short, this conference report will 
enable the Army Corps of Engineers to 
maintain our Federal shipping chan-
nels, preserving jobs and bolstering the 
economy. It will allow the Corps to 
work with States and local commu-
nities on necessary environmental res-
toration projects, and it will permit 
the Corps to ensure the safety of our 
citizens by shoring up our aging levees, 
dams, and reducing the possibility of 
flooding. 

Furthermore, this conference report 
makes specific investments in the gulf 
coast, which was so damaged by Hurri-
canes Katrina and Rita. I see my 
friend, Mr. MELANCON, on the floor of 
this House. He knows how critical this 
funding is for his region and for Amer-
ica. For example, it would restore Lou-
isiana’s coastal wetlands, which pro-
vide increased hurricane and storm 
damage protection which ultimately 
will save us billions of dollars. It would 
raise and enhance flood protection lev-
ees surrounding the City of New Orle-
ans, and it would make improvements 
to the drainage canals that signifi-
cantly contributed to the flooding of 
New Orleans during Hurricane Katrina. 
Many of us have been there and have 
seen that damage. 

Unfortunately, despite the beneficial 
investments called for in this con-

ference report, the President has cho-
sen to stand in the way of this bipar-
tisan legislation, this overwhelmingly 
bipartisan legislation, in an attempt to 
claim the mantle of fiscal responsi-
bility. Fiscally responsible people in-
vest in their future. Fiscally respon-
sible people maintain their infrastruc-
ture. Fiscally responsible people know 
that clean water and safe harbors aid 
our commerce and the health of our 
people. That is conservative invest-
ment. Let us be clear, the President 
wants to make a stand on fiscal respon-
sibility. This is the wrong bill to have 
done so. 

The WRDA conference report is a 
multi-year authorization through 
which Congress would appropriate 
about $2 billion a year for the Corps to 
undertake important projects. Further-
more, this conference report reflects a 
backlog of 7 years of project requests 
because the 107th, 108th and 109th Con-
gresses failed to enact a water re-
sources bill. 

Ladies and gentlemen of this House, 
let us fulfill our promise to commu-
nities all across this Nation, not to 
Baghdad, not to Kabul, but to the cit-
ies and States that I’ve mentioned. Let 
us meet our responsibility, the vital 
fiscally responsible investments in 
projects that facilitate commerce and 
economic development, provide eco- 
system restoration, and protect human 
life and property. 

Let us exercise the responsibility 
that the Constitution of the United 
States gives to us, and that is to set 
policy and invest the resources of our 
public in a better future for our coun-
try. 

Vote to override this mistaken veto. 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 

to yield 3 minutes at this time to the 
senior member of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee and the 
former immediate past chair of the 
committee, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). 

(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I want to 
thank the ranking member, Mr. MICA, 
and congratulate him on his good work 
on this legislation. 

This is a good bill. I want to thank 
Mr. OBERSTAR and Ms. JOHNSON for the 
work that you’ve done on this bill. 

This bill has been passed out of this 
House approximately three times, two 
times while I was chairman, and now 
Mr. MICA and Mr. OBERSTAR have got 
the bill to the President’s desk. All the 
previous speakers are not here to beat 
up the President. I am here to say this 
bill should be passed; we should over-
ride the President’s veto because it’s 
right for America. 

It is an investment, and we are way 
behind in this investment. Some have 
said, well, we started out with a cer-
tain amount of money on the House 
side, the Senate had a certain amount, 
and we came out with more. Frankly, I 
think it should be about $40 billion. 

And I say this from a little bit of expe-
rience. We did the same thing in the 
Highway bill, it should have been $375 
billion, not $285 billion, because it is an 
investment in the future and the infra-
structure to provide the economy for 
this country that creates the jobs and 
makes us competitive worldwide. 

Without this bill, we will lose. With-
out this bill, we will not be able to 
achieve those goals. We will not save 
people’s lives. But more than that, the 
next crisis we will face in this country 
is our water, the use of our water, the 
water to be used correctly, for trans-
portation, for recreation and for the 
good of man. 

This bill is right. Let’s override the 
President. Let’s do something for 
America. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 2 min-
utes to the distinguished senior mem-
ber of the committee from Florida (Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN). 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. I 
want to thank Chairman OBERSTAR and 
my friend, Chairwoman JOHNSON, as 
well as Mr. MICA and Mr. DUNCAN, for 
their hard work in completing this 
long-awaited bill. 

These water projects are extremely 
important to my home State of Florida 
and for the Nation as a whole and have 
been held hostage for far too long. 

Like all transportation projects, Mr. 
OBERSTAR always said that our com-
mittee, the Committee on Infrastruc-
ture, is the committee that actually 
put America to work. And this bill will 
put America back to work, improve our 
communities, and create economic ac-
tivity. 

This legislation will also ensure that 
workers are paid a fair rate for their 
hard work. It is these workers’ taxes 
that pay for these projects, and they 
deserve a fair wage that allows them to 
adequately provide for their families. 

By delaying the passage of this 
much-needed legislation any further, 
we are doing a disservice to the people 
we represent. 

Like so many Americans, it is hard 
for me to understand how President 
Bush can spend $600 billion on his 
never-ending war, but yet veto $23 bil-
lion in vital water and civil work 
projects for the cities and towns right 
here in America. This is just one more 
example of how out of touch this ad-
ministration is. They live in a bubble. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this veto override and let’s move for-
ward and work on the next WRDA bill 
so we don’t have to wait 6 more years. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
at this time to yield to a gentleman for 
whom I have the greatest respect; he is 
also the ranking member of the Water 
Resources Committee, has done an ex-
cellent job on this bill working in a bi-
partisan effort. It is my honor to yield 
5 minutes to our ranking member, the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
BAKER). 

Mr. BAKER. I thank the gentleman 
for his courtesy in yielding time. And I 
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certainly want to express appreciation 
to my chairman of the subcommittee 
for her good work and her bipartisan 
work in this and many other subjects, 
as well as extending our best wishes to 
Chairman OBERSTAR and his speedy re-
covery. 

I am particularly pleased to have the 
opportunity to speak on this matter as 
a Member from Louisiana. In fact, it 
reminds me of a circumstance where a 
fellow went to the lumberyard to buy 
some 2 by 4s, and when the vendor at 
the lumberyard asked, How long do you 
need them? The fellow said, Well, I’m 
going to need them for a long time, I’m 
building a house. That’s the way we 
feel about the WRDA bill, we’ve been 
wanting this for a very, very long time. 

There are many Members whose 
handiwork is evident in this bill pre-
ceding me, many members of our dele-
gation, but I certainly want to ac-
knowledge the work of Mr. BOUSTANY 
from southwest Louisiana who has 
been so adversely impacted by the 
storm many have forgotten called Rita. 
He has worked mightily to make sure 
his constituents’ needs are met. 

I wish to put a different face on the 
adoption of this bill than perhaps oth-
ers have characterized. There will be 
many in the aftermath to say, Well, if 
you throw pork in front of a Congress-
man, you know what’s going to happen. 
And that’s unfortunate. 

In the case of Louisiana, this is not a 
matter of political convenience. Many 
people who will benefit from the $7 bil-
lion or so that is in this bill would 
never be able to vote for me anyway. 

The bill provides for construction of 
16 different hurricane and coastal rec-
lamation projects which have literally 
been vetted for over decades. 

b 1730 

So these have been subject to public 
discussion, local governments, State 
government, Corps of Engineers exam-
ination, and we have been ready to go 
for many, many years. This is not 
about a matter of political convenience 
or economic development. This is real-
ly about preservation of a culture in 
our country that is so vital in our oil 
and gas and natural resources develop-
ment. From the Rockies to the Appa-
lachians, every drop of water runs 
through the Mississippi system and 
runs right through the Bayou of Lou-
isiana out into the open waters of the 
gulf. In order to protect people from 
the ravages of the river’s annual flood-
ing, the Corps constructed enormous 
levees which throw all that sediment 
now out into the deep waters of the 
gulf. The result of man’s own engineer-
ing is that we are now subject to the 
ravages of coastal destruction, particu-
larly in the heights of the hurricane 
season. One storm does more damage in 
a few hours than a decade long of nat-
ural forces. We are at our rope’s end. 
Some estimate we have less than 10 
years to act. 

The bill before us, although merely 
an authorization, will make available 

to us a wide scope of projects which 
will take decades to complete. But I, 
for one, and I am sure other members 
of the Louisiana delegation will state 
to this Congress, we are deeply in-
debted to this Congress for taking this 
action. And as to the disagreement 
with the President, I have had many 
disagreements with my President. I 
have had disagreements with other 
Presidents. That is nothing new for us. 
This is just a difference of opinion. I 
am sure we will all have differences of 
opinion as we move forward through 
the legislative process. I am glad that 
in this instance we have found a way to 
act from committee to floor to the 
United States Senate in a bipartisan 
manner and produce a product that is 
beneficial to the entire country. 

I hope you will join with me in over-
riding this veto and sending this im-
portant measure on to the Corps of En-
gineers and to the States for imple-
mentation as soon as is practical. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 21⁄2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
MELANCON). 

Mr. MELANCON. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to associate myself with the 
words of my colleague from Louisiana 
(Mr. BAKER), and I thank you for that 
because he, like the people that have 
not been affected by Katrina and Rita 
have been supportive of Louisiana. 

Today I ask everyone to join in sup-
porting one of the most critical bills 
for Louisiana’s recovery in the future. 
The Water Resources and Development 
Act contains several critical authoriza-
tions for hurricane protections 
throughout south Louisiana. WRDA 
authorizes the closure of the Mis-
sissippi River-Gulf outlet, also known 
as the hurricane corridor after Katrina, 
which funneled deadly waters into the 
heart of New Orleans and St. Bernard 
Parish, destroying thousands upon 
thousands of homes and businesses. 

Also authorized in WRDA is the com-
prehensive hurricane protection sys-
tem known as Morganza to the Gulf, a 
64-mile system of levees, locks, flood-
gates, and they are all planned to help 
the people of this region. Morganza 
would offer hurricane protection to 
about 120,000 people in south Louisiana 
who currently have no defense against 
storms and are like sitting ducks in 
the path of the next hurricane. 

This hurricane protection system is 
so critical and the local communities 
have been taxing themselves for years 
to build this system. It is eminent that 
we get this bill passed. But they need 
the Federal Government to be a part-
ner in this project and have anxiously 
followed the progress of WRDA for 
years, hoping for full authorization for 
Morganza. 

WRDA also authorizes funding to 
bring the Federal levees in South 
Lafourche Levee District up to the 100- 
year protection level, creating better 
hurricane protection to residents in 
Lafourche Parish, which is home to one 
of the largest energy corridors in this 

country. This area has also been taxing 
itself for years. 

In addition to these vital hurricane 
protection projects, WRDA includes a 
comprehensive coastal restoration plan 
that will authorize projects to rebuild 
protective wetlands along Louisiana’s 
coast. When I travel across south Lou-
isiana, I see with my own eyes how our 
rich marshes and wetlands are dis-
appearing. Louisiana loses a football 
field-sized piece of land to the sea 
every 35 minutes. During hurricane 
season and Katrina and Rita, we lost 
over 200 miles. Our State is literally 
washing away into the Gulf of Mexico. 

Let me close, because I have more, 
and I will put the words into the 
RECORD, but let me just close by saying 
that I am appreciative for everything 
that the Members of Congress who 
have supported our needs in south Lou-
isiana and the gulf coast of the United 
States. I ask for one big favor today, 
and please vote to override the veto of 
this all-important piece of legislation. 

In addition to these vital hurricane protection 
projects, WRDA includes a comprehensive 
coastal restoration plan that will authorize 
projects to rebuild the protective wetlands 
along Louisiana’s coast. 

When I travel across south Louisiana, I see 
with my own eyes how our rich marshes and 
wetlands are disappearing. Louisiana loses a 
football field-sized piece of land to the sea 
every 35 minutes. During Hurricanes Katrina 
and Rita, we lost over 200 square miles of 
coastline. Our state is literally washing away 
into the Gulf of Mexico. 

The Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA) author-
ized by WRDA is a responsible plan that en-
sures the marshes and wetlands that buffer 
our coast from storms are protected, as well 
as the infrastructure that provides over 30% of 
the nation’s oil and gas supply and the habitat 
for marine species that supplies 30% of the 
seafood consumed in the United States. 

This Congress must override the President’s 
veto today. 

Every day WRDA is delayed is another day 
that 120,000 Americans in south Louisiana re-
main unprotected from storms because we 
haven’t broken ground on Morganza-to-the- 
Gulf. 

Every year that we don’t pass a WRDA bill 
is another year that Louisiana’s coastal wet-
lands wash away, even further, because we 
haven’t begun work on the LCA (LA Coastal 
Area) comprehensive coastal restoration plan. 

And every hurricane season that goes by 
without WRDA becoming law is another sea-
son that the citizens of St. Bernard/ 
Plaquemines, Jefferson, New Orleans remain 
and all of S. LA remain more vulnerable to 
deadly storm surges. 

We can’t wait any longer. 
Congress has come up short in finishing a 

WRDA bill for seven years now, and today we 
are so close we can’t allow it to be stopped. 

Louisiana’s hurricane protection and coastal 
restoration needs must not be pushed aside 
any longer. 

Finally, I would like to thank the committee 
members and staff for their steadfast dedica-
tion to this legislation and I urge my col-
leagues to support the successful recovery of 
Louisiana and the rest of the Gulf Coast by 
voting to override the President’s veto and 
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passing WRDA with an overwhelming bipar-
tisan vote. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, first, I want 
to yield myself one-half minute for the 
purpose of an introduction, and then I 
am going to yield 3 minutes to the in-
dividual I want to introduce. 

Mr. Speaker, and my colleagues, it is 
now one of the greatest pleasures I 
have had to introduce a gentleman who 
I got to know for a brief period of time. 
He came into this House, and he has 
done an incredible job of representa-
tion in a difficult time for his State of 
Louisiana. I had the chance to go down 
with him and look at infrastructure 
projects after the damage. I think the 
people of Louisiana recognized, in an 
unprecedented historic fashion, his 
leadership, in electing him Governor in 
a tide that was historic in proportions. 

So, Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, the 
gentleman and future Governor of the 
State of Louisiana, our colleague, Mr. 
JINDAL, the gentleman from Louisiana, 
again, I recognize for 3 minutes. 

Mr. JINDAL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Florida for that 
generous introduction, for yielding 
time as well. 

Mr. Speaker, we have heard now from 
I think every member of Louisiana’s 
delegation. We have heard from both 
parties telling you how important this 
bill is for Louisiana’s future. So many 
of us saw after the disastrous storms of 
2005 Hurricanes Rita and Katrina, both 
storms, so many people wondered 
wouldn’t it have been more effective to 
have prevented, to have defended 
against that damage in the first place? 
Indeed, we heard and recited numbers 
that are familiar to residents of Lou-
isiana; for example, knowing that 
every couple of miles of healthy wet-
lands reduces tidal surges by a foot. We 
heard, for example, for years there 
have been projects in the works to 
raise the levees around New Orleans. 
We heard, for example, that for years 
there have been studies after studies on 
the Morganza-Gulf and other hurricane 
protection projects. And what we saw 
that awful year was incredible destruc-
tion, incredible loss of life. We also 
have learned, and we have seen, that 
every year Louisiana loses 30 miles a 
year off our coast. That year alone we 
lost 200 miles off our coast. Many of 
the Nation’s best environmental sci-
entists say that now is the time to act, 
not just for Louisiana but for America. 

Louisiana is home to 30 percent of 
the Nation’s fisheries. Thirty percent 
of the Nation’s energy production 
comes off of Louisiana’s coast. Invest-
ing in restoring Louisiana’s coast is 
important for the people of Louisiana. 
But it is also important for the people 
of the entire country all over the 
United States. 

Now, as we rebuild from the storms, 
I certainly want to thank my col-
leagues on both sides for their contin-
ued support, for their generosity. But 
that is the reason I stand today, to ask 
for your continued support by voting 
to override this veto of this very im-
portant piece of legislation. 

In terms of Louisiana’s ongoing re-
covery, passing the WRDA bill is one of 
our three top priorities, in addition to 
full funding of the Road Home pro-
gram, as well as continued support of 
offshore revenue sharing so that we can 
repair our coast, repair our levees, 
make our people safe. I have heard sev-
eral colleagues on this House floor, 
Democrat and Republican, talk about 
the need to encourage people to come 
back to south Louisiana and talk about 
the need to help businesses come back, 
help hospitals and medical offices open 
their doors, help schools reopen. Again, 
we are thankful for the help that has 
already been provided to make those 
things possible. More help is needed. 

But all of that is dependent on mak-
ing people safe. All of that is dependent 
on guaranteeing to the people of south 
Louisiana that they can be safe living 
and working in their communities. The 
WRDA bill takes a huge step forward, 
whether it is the 100-year flood protec-
tion authorization for the greater New 
Orleans area, whether it is the 
Morganza-Gulf project, whether it is 
the port projects. These are incredibly 
important hurricane and flood protec-
tion projects. 

This is a bill long overdue. This 
House is accustomed to passing a 
WRDA bill every couple of years. This 
bill is over 7 years overdue. I would en-
courage my colleagues to vote to over-
ride the veto of this very important 
legislation. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, how much time do 
we have left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Texas has 5 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Florida 
has 4 minutes remaining. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to Mrs. TUBBS JONES from the State of 
Ohio. 

(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding the time. 

Usually I stay within the subject 
matter of my committee. But 30 years 
ago, I used to work for something 
called the Cleveland Regional Sewer 
District. It was actually water develop-
ment. I thought I was going to be an 
environmental lawyer. I saw how much 
money and how much help was brought 
to the City of Cleveland by the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act where we 
were able to build sewage treatment 
plants to treat water all across north-
east Ohio. 

This is a comparable bill. It gives 
communities an opportunity to make 
better what is not in such good shape. 
At a point back in those days, we had 
a river that was suffering, a lot of 
things that were going on. The money 
that came into northeast Ohio made a 
real change about how water, how 
Lake Erie was given an opportunity. 

So I rise today to encourage my col-
leagues across the aisle, all of my col-

leagues, to support this important leg-
islation and override the veto. Not only 
in Louisiana do we need this help, but 
we need it in northeast Ohio where we 
have erosion occurring on properties 
and small communities. We need it in 
Michigan. We need it all across the 
country. What better way to do this job 
and also put America back to work? 
Let’s invest in our infrastructure. La-
dies and gentlemen, all my colleagues, 
I encourage you to vote to override the 
veto and support this Water Resources 
Development Act. 

Mr. MICA. I will continue to reserve 
until the last speaker. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I ask 
my colleagues to vote against the 
President’s veto and therefore override 
the veto. As I call the roll, Cedar 
Bayou, Texas, Port of Galveston, Hous-
ton Ship Channel, Bayport Cruise 
Channel, Jacinto Port, the Upper 
White Oak Bayou, Buffalo Bayou, and 
Halls Bayou, all impacting people’s 
lives, all of them impacting residential 
areas and all are covered by their 
water bill. And in particular, we need 
to vote to override the veto because 
1,500 homes in my congressional dis-
trict are now being required, in es-
sence, to leave their homes because 
they are in a floodplain, and part of the 
work that this water bill will do is to 
help to save the homes of these hard-
working Houstonians and Americans. 

This is a good bill. This is a bill to 
give people back their lives and their 
property. This bill will contribute to 
improving America’s failing water in-
frastructure and flood prone areas like 
Houston, Texas. I ask my colleagues to 
vote to override the President’s veto. 

Mr. MICA. Understanding that Ms. 
JOHNSON will close, I yield myself the 
balance of our time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, 
we come to the close of the debate on 
overriding the Presidential veto. 
Today, indeed, has been a strange day. 
That is the interesting thing about pol-
itics and government in the United 
States of America. Look at the people 
who have spoken here; a future Gov-
ernor. We have heard people who have 
had their homes destroyed, their prop-
erty. We had a strange day here today. 
My side of the aisle ended up voting 
not to end a particular debate on a pos-
sible impeachment resolution of the 
Vice President. Here I am, a staunch 
supporter of the President’s effort to 
maintain fiscal responsibility, sup-
porting override of his veto. 

But this is a very difficult job. It is a 
difficult job for me. It is a difficult job 
for the President. I think we like to do 
everything we can. I think it is in the 
heart of the other side of the aisle, and 
I know in the heart of my fellow Re-
publican Members to do as good a job 
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as we can in representing people. I 
know the President has had to make 
some difficult choices coming into of-
fice with the events of September 11 
and the terrorist threat that we face 
and the line drawn in the sand by al 
Qaeda and Iraq. And national security 
is our primary responsibility, but we 
also have responsibility to our infra-
structure. 

So we have tried to sort out those 
priorities in this process. We do need 
an investment in our infrastructure. 

The President is right in, probably, 
his stance. I think we are right in our 
stance. This is an authorization bill. 
This is not a spending bill. It does 
prioritize for the Congress bills that 
have been carefully considered and 
projects that have been considered by 
Members, and Members make very sin-
cere requests based on the conditions 
of their particular districts. 

b 1745 

It is a great system and it does work. 
I understand the President’s commit-
ment to fiscal responsibility, and I 
think we have tried to act in a respon-
sible and good-steward fashion. 

In closing, I again want to thank Mr. 
OBERSTAR. Unfortunately, he is not 
with us today, on this day that he 
worked so hard for. I thank Ms. JOHN-
SON. I want to thank Mr. BAKER, our 
ranking member, and all of those who 
have worked, particularly the staff: 
Jim Coon, our staff director; David 
Heymsfeld on the Democrat staff side; 
John Anderson and Ryan Seiger; all of 
the staff, those named and others, who 
have worked to bring this bill together, 
all with the same intent, to improve 
the lives, the resources and the condi-
tion of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have no further 
requests for time, so I rise to close. 

I would like to thank Mr. OBERSTAR 
for his tremendous leadership, Mr. 
YOUNG, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. BAKER, and, of 
course, Mr. MICA. We have worked to-
gether for the last 6 years, actually, a 
little longer, 7 years, on a bill to try to 
address these infrastructure problems 
throughout our Nation. This is the first 
opportunity that we have really had to 
begin to address the many massive 
problems that we do have. 

It gives no one pleasure to override 
any President because I was always 
taught to listen to both sides. This 
time, Mr. Speaker, I believe it’s a ne-
cessity. We simply must begin to ad-
dress these many, many problems that 
we are facing. If we had done what the 
executive branch had recommended, we 
would have had at least $19 billion in 
2001; another $19 billion in 2003; and an-
other $19 billion in 2005; then the $19 
billion due this year. As it is, $23 bil-
lion is short $55 billion. 

So we are not addressing every prob-
lem, but we are trying our best to 
prioritize; and hopefully we can get 
back on schedule and address these 

problems every 2 years so that we 
won’t have to deal with more floods 
like Katrina and Rita; we won’t have 
to do without our Everglades as they 
begin to disappear. 

So thank you very much to the staff, 
to all of the Members, both minority 
and majority, because we have all been 
one or the other. We have been major-
ity and we have been minority. We still 
work together. This bill hasn’t changed 
that much, no matter who was in the 
majority or no matter who was in the 
minority, because we know that prob-
lems of this sort are really simply not 
Democrat or Republican; these are peo-
ple’s problems and we simply have the 
responsibility to address them. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask everyone to 
vote to override this veto. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
its unfortunate we have to be here today to 
override the president’s veto of H.R. 1495 
(WRDA), a bill which has such overwhelming 
support in our districts across the country. 

Now is not the time for inaction on our na-
tion’s infrastructure and environment. The pre-
vious three Congresses have failed to do so, 
and because of that, much needed flood con-
trol projects in Houston, Texas have been de-
layed. 

WRDA includes language for the Halls 
Bayou Federal Flood Control Project in Hous-
ton which will allow the Harris County Flood 
Control District (HCFCD) to start work on this 
project in the near future. 

Historic flooding along Halls Bayou has 
been severe and frequent in some neighbor-
hoods. During Tropical Storm Allison in June 
2001, Halls Bayou was hit very hard, with 
more than 8,000 homes flooding within the 
watershed. No project can keep all homes 
from flooding but a project can help reduce 
the risk of flooding for a significant number of 
families, reducing the need for federal assist-
ance, property damage, and loss of life. 

The purpose of section 5157 of this legisla-
tion which pertains to Halls Bayou is to allow 
the HCFCD to conduct the General Reevalua-
tion Review (GRR) and any subsequent fed-
eral interest project on Halls Bayou. The 
Corps is limited in its staff, resources, and 
time with the many projects in the Galveston 
District and the Southwest Division. Local 
project sponsors with the necessary expertise, 
like Harris County, can provide efficiency by 
becoming more involved. 

Halls Bayou, a major tributary of Greens 
Bayou, was authorized in WRDA 1990 as part 
of the Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries Project. 
The original Halls Bayou authorization as-
sumed the Greens Bayou project in place, 
which is now finishing a GRR. Results indicate 
that the work on Greens Bayou downstream of 
Halls Bayou will not have federal work al-
though it will have significant local projects. 
Therefore, a GRR is now needed for Halls 
Bayou as well. 

While conducting the GRR to find a possible 
federal interest, Harris County can begin 
project implementation in order to reduce fu-
ture flood damage as soon as possible. Add-
ing Halls Bayou to Section 211(f) allows Harris 
County to be reimbursed if the project is later 
approved by the Secretary. I want to thank the 
Chairman of the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, Chairman OBEY, and my 
good friend from Texas, Subcommittee Chair-

woman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, for including 
this and other meritorious projects for Harris 
County. 

I support this bill and the balance that it 
strikes between the need to improve water re-
sources for human purposes and to preserve 
our water uses for the environment and future 
generations. The projects in this bill are much 
needed, and I hope the Senate will also soon 
vote to override the President’s veto so these 
projects can become law. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent’s veto of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act was pointless and unnecessary. 

This legislation, which authorizes project au-
thorizations, modifications, and studies for the 
breadth of authorities for the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers and for the entirety 
of the United States, represents a culmination 
of seven years of bipartisan, bicameral con-
sensus to invest in our nation’s future. 

The Water Resources Development Act is 
vital for our nation’s economic growth. 

It is essential to maintaining the nation’s 
competitiveness in the international market-
place. 

It is necessary for the lives of our families, 
our neighbors, and our nation through the au-
thorization of flood control structures, and hur-
ricane and storm damage reduction projects 
throughout the country—but most notably for 
those living in the Gulf Coast region. 

It is necessary for crucial navigation projects 
and studies, including the modernization of a 
portion of the largest inland waterway system 
in the United States—the Upper Mississippi 
River and Illinois Waterway System. 

It is prudent for sustaining economic growth 
in our nation’s industries—such as the revital-
ized iron ore and steel industries of the Great 
Lakes. 

Finally, it is critical for the long-term, envi-
ronmental health of the nation’s ecosystems, 
including fulfilling our commitment to restore 
the Florida Everglades. 

Enactment of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act is also significant because it rep-
resents the culmination of many years of de-
bate on programmatic changes to the eco-
nomic and environmental policies of the Corps 
of Engineers. 

These changes, which have colloquially 
been referred to as ‘‘Corps reform’’, are note-
worthy because they signify what can be ac-
complished when industry and the environ-
mental community sit down, talk through their 
concerns, and mutually agree upon a set of 
changes to the way the Corps of Engineers 
formulates and carries out projects and stud-
ies within its missions. These programmatic 
changes will result in better studies, better 
projects, and hopefully, less controversy over 
the final recommendations of the Chief of En-
gineers. 

Mr. Speaker, the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2007 was approved by both bod-
ies of Congress—the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives and the United States Senate— 
with overwhelming, bipartisan consensus. How 
can this legislation merit a Presidential veto? 

For six years, this administration has done 
nothing to assist in the passage of a water re-
sources bill. 

For six years, there have been no draft ad-
ministration proposals for a water resources 
bill. 

For six years, this administration has done 
nothing to advance of the cause of investment 
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in our nation’s water related infrastructure—its 
navigation projects, its flood damage reduction 
projects, and its environmental restoration 
projects. 

For six years, this administration has been 
entirely disengaged from the water resources 
development process. Yet, at this late hour, 
and espoused to a newfound, self-ordained 
fiscal conservatism, the President comes to 
Congress to veto this legislation? This veto is 
an affront to the needs of the American peo-
ple. 

During the years of consensus building in 
Congress, there has been no participation by 
this administration to craft legislation to ad-
dress the water resources needs of the nation. 

The President says ‘‘[This] bill lacks fiscal 
discipline.’’ Yet, the administration will have an 
opportunity to influence future funding of 
projects and studies contained in this legisla-
tion through the annual President’s budget re-
quest to Congress. 

The President says ‘‘[This] bill does not set 
priorities.’’ Yet, the conference report to ac-
company H.R. 1495 authorizes several, high- 
priority projects for investment and restoration 
of the nation’s water resources needs. 

First, for farmers and other agricultural in-
dustries, internationally disadvantaged by 
aging and inferior locks and dams on the 
Upper Mississippi River and Illinois Waterway 
System, this legislation authorizes the con-
struction of seven new, 1,200-foot locks and 
other navigational improvements that will help 
move grains and other agricultural commod-
ities to market faster and at a reduced cost. 

For the environment, this legislation realizes 
the decades-long dream of restoring the Flor-
ida Everglades ecosystem by taking the first 
steps toward undoing the mistakes of the past 
and ensuring the vitality of this internationally 
recognized environmental treasure for genera-
tions to come. 

For the communities devastated by Hurri-
canes Katrina and Rita, this legislation is es-
sential to fulfilling the President’s commitment 
to rebuild the Gulf Coast communities ‘‘even 
better and stronger than before the storm.’’ 
The Water Resources Development Act of 
2007 authorizes the reconstruction of the flood 
walls and improvements to the interior drain-
age of the City of New Orleans, the closure of 
the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet (‘‘MRGO’’), 
and the initial steps to restore the coastal wet-
lands surrounding the Gulf Coast region. 

For the Great Lakes region, this legislation 
is crucial to sustain and improve the move-
ment of ores from the Iron Range of Min-
nesota through the Great Lakes to inter-
national markets. In addition, this legislation 
authorizes the construction of two barriers to 
halt the northward movement of the Asian 
Carp—one at the Chicago Sanitary and Ship 
Canal, and the other at Lock and Dam 11 on 
the Upper Mississippi River System. These 
two barriers will help control the movements of 
this voracious fish, and sustain the fisheries of 
the Great Lakes communities. 

This legislation also creates a rapid re-
sponse authority for the Corps and other Fed-
eral agencies to control and prevent further 
spreading of viral hemorrhagic septicemia, or 
the VHS virus in the Great Lakes. VHS is an 
infectious viral disease of fish that has been 
linked to a multiplicity of fish kills. The virus 
has been a prolonged problem in Europe and 
Japan, and has now been confirmed in Lake 
Ontario, Lake St. Clair, Lake Erie, and the St. 

Lawrence River. Just this past January, it was 
detected in Lake Huron. With four different 
strains, the VHS virus spreads rapidly. How-
ever, it is unclear exactly how it spreads. We 
must study and attack this threat immediately, 
or else we face fish kills in the Great Lakes, 
a decline in the fishing industry, and economic 
repercussions. 

Mr. Speaker, there are many national prior-
ities in this legislation, as well as countless pri-
orities for our local towns, communities, and 
constituents. Yet, why has the President cho-
sen to veto this bill? 

I can only surmise that the President has so 
far distanced himself from the water resources 
needs of this nation that he fails to recognize 
the importance of this legislation to the Amer-
ican people. 

I urge my colleagues to quickly vote in sup-
port of this legislation, notwithstanding the 
Presidential veto, so that we may fulfill the 
commitments that the Federal Government 
has made to so many, and ensure the eco-
nomic, environmental, and public health of this 
nation. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
ported this legislation when the House consid-
ered it originally, and supported it again in the 
revised form resulting from the conference 
with the Senate. 

And I will support it again today because I 
think the president’s veto was misguided. 

Enactment of H.R. 1495, the ‘‘Water Re-
courses Development Act,’’ will ensure that 
important work to protect our lands and water 
will move forward while improving operations 
of the Corps of Engineers. 

State and local governments in Colorado 
desperately need the funding authorized in 
this bill for environmental restoration, flood 
control, water supply studies and environ-
mental infrastructure. Unless it is overridden, 
the president’s veto will delay or prevent 
progress on important projects including envi-
ronmental restoration on the South Platte 
River, development of water supply infrastruc-
ture in Boulder County and the watershed 
study of Fountain Creek, near Pueblo. 

For the record, I am including a list of all the 
Colorado projects included in the conference 
report. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress failed to pass a re-
authorization of WRDA in the 107th, 108th, 
and 109th Congresses. Congress needs to 
pass this vital legislation so we can invest in 
the necessary long term resources to create 
jobs and address the critical water infrastruc-
ture and environmental challenges facing Col-
orado and the nation. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this legislation and over-
riding the veto of this bill. 

Colorado Projects Threatened by Presi-
dent’s Veto: Environmental restoration South 
Platte River in Denver, Colorado; Expedited 
completion of the Watershed study, Fountain 
Creek, north of Pueblo, Colorado; $10,000,000 
for the Arkansas Valley Conduit, Colorado; 
$10,000,000 for water supply infrastructure, 
Boulder County, Colorado; $1,000,000 for 
water and wastewater related infrastructure for 
the Ute Mountain project, Montezuma and La 
Plata Counties, Colorado; $35,000,000 for 
water transmission infrastructure in Otero, 
Bent, Crowley, Kiowa, and Prowers Counties, 
Colorado; $34,000,000 for water transmission 
infrastructure, Pueblo and Otero Counties, 
Colorado. 

A requirement for the United States Geo-
logical Survey, in consultation with State water 

quality and resource and conservation agen-
cies, to conduct regional and watershed-wide 
studies to address selenium concentrations in 
the State of Colorado, including studies—(1) 
to measure selenium on specific sites; and (2) 
to determine whether specific selenium meas-
ures studied should be recommended for use 
in demonstration projects. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, farmers in Mis-
souri and throughout the Midwest depend 
upon our rivers for the transportation of agri-
cultural goods and other products important to 
their businesses. Rivers afford producers 
greater market access, so it is essential that 
our river transportation system runs smoothly 
and efficiently. 

Earlier this year, the House and Senate ap-
proved the Water Resources Development 
Act, a bipartisan bill to authorize funding for 
America’s navigation, flood control, and envi-
ronmental restoration projects. Important for 
Missouri’s agricultural community, this long- 
overdue measure would modernize outdated 
locks and dams along the Mississippi River in 
order to facilitate the movement of commod-
ities to the domestic and global marketplace. 

On Friday, the President vetoed the Water 
Resources Development Act. I was extremely 
disappointed that the President chose to veto 
this bill, which is an investment in rural Mis-
souri and in the sound water infrastructure of 
our entire country. 

On behalf of the Show-Me State farmers I 
am privileged to represent, I am pleased to 
cast my vote in support of overriding the 
President’s veto. I am hopeful it will garner the 
necessary two-thirds vote and that the Other 
Body will act swiftly so that Congress will 
enact; the water infrastructure bill despite the 
President’s objections to it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the bill, the objections 
of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding? 

Under the Constitution, the vote 
must be by the yeas and nays. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 
15-minute vote on passing H.R. 1495, 
the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding, will be fol-
lowed by 5-minute votes on motions to 
suspend the rules with regard to H. 
Con. Res. 162, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 3997, by the yeas and nays; and 
H.R. 3495, by the yeas and nays. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 361, nays 54, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1040] 

YEAS—361 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 

Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
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Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 

Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 

Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 

Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 

Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 

Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—54 

Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Hensarling 
Hobson 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Marchant 
McHenry 
McKeon 
Miller (FL) 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pence 
Pitts 
Platts 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Royce 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Stearns 
Tiberi 
Walsh (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 

Ferguson 
Fossella 
Johnson, Sam 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 

Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

b 1812 

Mr. KINGSTON changed his vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RAMSTAD and Mr. BARTON of 
Texas changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ 
to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the bill was passed, the objections 
of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DOYLE). The Clerk will notify the Sen-
ate of the action of the House. 

f 

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS THAT BASIC PAY FOR 
MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES 
SHOULD BE INCREASED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
162, as amended, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PATRICK J. MURPHY) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 162, as 
amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 0, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1041] 

YEAS—409 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 

Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 

Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 

Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 

Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
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Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 

Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 

Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—23 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Cubin 

Ferguson 
Fossella 
Garrett (NJ) 
Johnson, Sam 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Oberstar 

Pastor 
Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Slaughter 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote. 

b 1818 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
concurrent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HEROES EARNINGS ASSISTANCE 
AND RELIEF TAX ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 3997, as amended, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3997, as 
amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 0, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1042] 

YEAS—410 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 

Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 

Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 

Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 

Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 

Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 

Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 

Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 

Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—22 

Blunt 
Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Ferguson 

Fossella 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 
Paul 

Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining on this vote. 

b 1826 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

KIDS IN DISASTERS WELL-BEING, 
SAFETY, AND HEALTH ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WEINER). The unfinished business is the 
vote on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3495, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3495, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 402, nays 8, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1043] 

YEAS—402 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 

Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 

Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
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Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 

Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 

Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 

Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—8 

Broun (GA) 
Campbell (CA) 
Conaway 

Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Flake 

Gohmert 
McHenry 

NOT VOTING—22 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Ellison 
Ferguson 

Fossella 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
LaHood 
Marshall 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 

Paul 
Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining on this vote. 

b 1833 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to establish a National Com-
mission on Children and Disasters, and 
for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 1429, IMPROVING HEAD 
START ACT OF 2007 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (H.R. 1429) to reauthorize the Head 
Start Act, to improve program quality, 
to expand access, and for other pur-
poses, with a Senate amendment there-
to, disagree to the Senate amendment, 
and agree to the conference asked by 
the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. CASTLE 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion to instruct conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Castle moves that the managers on the 

part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
Senate amendment to the House bill (H.R. 
1429) be instructed— 

(1) to insist on subsection (b) of section 653 
of the Head Start Act as added by section 21 
of the House bill, restricting the use of Fed-
eral funds to pay the salary of any Head 
Start employee at a rate in excess of level II 
of the Executive Schedule; 

(2) to disagree to subsection (b) of section 
653 of the Head Start Act as added by section 
22 of the Senate amendment, relating to 
wages and compensation for individuals em-
ployed by a Head Start agency compensated 
at a rate in excess of level II of the Executive 
Schedule; and 

(3) insist that the differences between the 
two Houses on wages and compensation of 
Head Start employees be open to discussion 
at any meeting of the conference and, that 
all meetings thereon be conducted under cir-
cumstances in which every manager on the 
part of the House has notice of the meeting 
and a reasonable opportunity to attend, pur-
suant to House Rule XXII, clause 12. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I yield to the distinguished rank-
ing member of the full Education and 
Labor Committee from the State of 
California (Mr. MCKEON) for such time 
as he may consume. 

Mr. MCKEON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, since 1965, the Head 
Start program has provided com-
prehensive health, developmental and 
educational services to disadvantaged, 
4- and 5-year-olds. Head Start involves 
parents and communities in helping to 
prepare needy children to succeed in 
school and beyond. 

Because this program served such an 
important purpose, the notion that it 
could be abused to enrich the lifestyles 
of individuals rather than the lives of 
children is particularly shocking to the 
conscience. It’s hard to imagine that 
any individual would seek to divert 
precious resources away from disadvan-
taged children in order to finance lav-
ish cars, homes and travel; yet that’s 
exactly what has happened. 

I would like to share two examples of 
these reported abuses which began 
coming to light almost 5 years ago. 
The head of a large organization of 
child care centers that operates Head 
Start programs in Ohio received pay 
that amounted to about a quarter of 
the public money that the centers re-
ceive each year. She owned a house in 
Aurora and another in Arizona. A Mer-
cedes Benz and a Hummer were reg-
istered in the name of her centers. A 
portion of her salary came from Fed-
eral Head Start funds. 

The executive in charge of the Kan-
sas City Head Start operation was re-
vealed to have been earning a salary in 
excess of $300,000 annually and driving 
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a Mercedes luxury sport utility vehicle 
leased, in part, with Federal Head 
Start funds meant for disadvantaged 
children. 

The executive resigned after ques-
tions were raised about his salary, 
which totaled more than $814,000 in fis-
cal years 2000, 2001 and 2002. The Im-
proving Head Start Act takes steps to 
clamp down on financial abuses. In-
cluded in the bill is a reform Repub-
licans have championed since these fi-
nancial abuses were revealed; estab-
lishment of a cap on the amount Head 
Start executives can earn. 

We believe the compensation paid to 
a Head Start program director should 
be no higher than that paid to an as-
sistant secretary at a Federal agency. 
Put another way, we do not believe 
local Head Start executives should be 
paid more than the Federal official 
confirmed by the Senate to oversee the 
entire program. The average Head 
Start teacher earns approximately 
$25,000 annually. 

The Head Start program can serve a 
disadvantaged child for just a few thou-
sand dollars per year. Allowing these 
programs to divert resources from chil-
dren and teachers in order to inflate 
the salaries of top executives is uncon-
scionable. 

Head Start is a program intended to 
help disadvantaged children prepare for 
school. The House has already voted to 
protect Head Start children and teach-
ers by explicitly prohibiting salaries in 
excess of that earned by Federal agen-
cies’ assistant secretaries. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
voting ‘‘yes’’ on this motion to instruct 
conferees to maintain this common-
sense proposal. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of our time. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I might consume. 

I want to begin by thanking Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. MCKEON and Mr. CASTLE and 
all of the members of the Education 
and Labor Committee for their hard 
work on this legislation, for all of their 
input and their suggestions. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has been a very 
long time coming. It has been coming 
to the floor of this House since 2003, 
and we have an opportunity tonight to 
begin the final part of that process, 
which is to go to conference on this 
legislation. This is an important piece 
of legislation, and this is an important 
program. In fact, it’s this Nation’s pre-
mier program with respect to the early 
education and the development of our 
children in this country, and it has 
been for more than 40 years. It has 
served more than 20 million children 
and their families in that time. 

Head Start has remained during that 
time, and continues to remain today, 
as the cornerstone of this country’s ef-
forts to close the achievement gap, to 
combat poverty, to provide all of its 
citizens with an opportunity to thrive 
and to get parents more involved in the 
education of their children and to show 

them ways in which they can help in 
the development and the educational 
skills necessary for their children. 

Head Start’s design has always been 
a science-based program, and this reau-
thorization builds on the strong foun-
dation by, again, turning to the best 
science to renew and improve the Head 
Start program. Both Head Start and 
Early Head Start programs prepare our 
country’s most disadvantaged children 
to succeed in school and in life by ad-
dressing the needs of the whole child 
by providing services such as health 
and nutrition, in addition to the edu-
cational curriculum, because Head 
Start knows and discovered, and based 
upon fact, that the health and the nu-
tritional well-being of these children 
determines the outcomes in the schools 
that they attend and the programs that 
they attend and in their participation. 

Recent findings from the congres-
sionally mandated impact study found 
that in less than a school year, Head 
Start narrowed the achievement gap by 
45 percent in the prereading skills and 
by 28 percent in prewriting skills of the 
children that attended the program. 

Head Start also works closely with 
parents, as I pointed out, empowering 
them to understand what their involve-
ment can mean to the success of their 
child and to the long-term educational 
outcomes of that child. This reauthor-
ization will help more children arrive 
in kindergarten ready to succeed by 
improving program quality and ex-
panding the access to more children. 
We will improve teacher and classroom 
quality by strengthening the Head 
Start standards and supporting the 
best practices in the classroom. 

We will end the inappropriate testing 
of 4-year-olds that has been undertaken 
by the administration in 2003 over the 
objections of hundreds of experts in 
child development and early education 
and over the bipartisan objection of 
many Members of Congress. 

We will better target available funds 
to the underserved communities and 
prioritize the expansion of early Head 
Start so that more of our Nation’s 
youngest children, will receive this 
program during the years when their 
brains are growing the fastest. We will 
strengthen program accountability at 
the Federal, regional, and local levels 
due to the changes made by the mem-
bers of this committee and the oper-
ations of this program to assure that 
taxpayer dollars are being used wisely. 
In fact, in the example that was cited 
by Mr. MCKEON, the senior Republican 
in the committee, is an example that 
was dealt with a number of years ago, 
hopefully by the administration but 
also in this legislation. Amendments 
that were offered in earlier iterations 
of this legislation are reoffered again 
as part of this bill as introduced by Mr. 
KILDEE. 

We have, I think, been very diligent 
in looking after that effort. I would 
hope that the administration, who has 
full authority on the oversight of the 
use of these funds, I wish they had been 
more diligent at that time. 

As the GAO found, they failed in 
their oversight responsibility of the 
disbursements of this fund. But that is 
the past. We are assuming that the ad-
ministration takes the wise use of 
these funds, the proper use of these 
funds very seriously, and that they 
pursue those who choose to do other-
wise with these funds. Head Start dol-
lars are very precious in the budget of 
this Nation. They are very precious to 
the families of these children, to these 
children and to those who dedicated 
their lives to the educational improve-
ment, to the healthy child development 
of each and every one of these children. 
We are not to be frivolous with those 
dollars. 

The minority has offered a motion to 
instruct. We agree with that motion. 
We think if there are differences, those 
differences are very narrow. They will 
be discussed; they will be voted upon in 
the conference committee, and that is 
our intent. We think that is consistent 
with the wording of the motion to in-
struct. When the proper time comes, 
we will urge Members to support that 
legislation. 

Given the scarcity of these dollars, 
the importance of these dollars and the 
effectiveness of these dollars, we have 
no alternative but to be very tough on 
the accountability sections for this 
program. This is a trust not only of the 
children in the care of the Head Start 
program for the children of this Na-
tion, it is a trust, too, for the taxpayer 
dollars, because this is a program that 
we have seen now over these 40 years 
has continued to receive bipartisan 
support, not only in the Congress but 
from every President of the United 
States. That’s why this legislation is 
so important. 

Hopefully, with this conference com-
mittee, we will be able to report back 
to the House and to the Senate legisla-
tion that can be sent to the President’s 
desk hopefully in the next week or 10 
days. That is our goal, and I thank the 
gentleman for his motion to instruct. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 1845 
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
And let me just start by saying that 

I’m in total agreement with the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER). I’m also in total agreement 
with Mr. MCKEON. I think we all here 
who’ve worked in this area understand 
the importance of Head Start and un-
derstand how it can give young chil-
dren an opportunity to be able to ad-
vance enough in school to be able to 
succeed in school. And maybe early 
Head Start could do even more. But we 
also all agree that we need to be very 
careful about our dollars and how we 
manage them. And that is the whole 
purpose of this motion to instruct con-
ferees. 

We have, as Mr. MILLER has well indi-
cated, made important reforms for the 
children who are served in the pro-
gram. I’m delighted the Senate bill is 
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very similar to the House bill, and I 
have high hopes that we are going to be 
able to pass legislation that we can all 
agree on in the House and the Senate 
ultimately. 

Here, basically, we’re instructing 
conferees to adhere to the House provi-
sions for a reasonable salary cap pro-
hibiting Head Start executives from 
collecting a salary higher than an as-
sistant secretary of a Federal agency, 
which is currently $168,000. 

Although the House language con-
tained in H.R. 1429, the Improving Head 
Start Act of 2007, effectively prohibits 
any official from receiving compensa-
tion above that of an assistant sec-
retary, legislation approved by the 
Senate leaves open a glaring, lavish 
salary loophole by allowing programs 
to divert their own non-federal re-
sources away from other uses in order 
to pay Head Start programs operators 
more than top officials. We think 
that’s wrong. We think that money 
should be used for the kids, for the re-
cruiting and development of the kids, 
for the students who are going to be in 
the Head Start program to pay their 
teachers. 

So for all those reasons I think we all 
agree that executive salaries and other 
benefits which are out of the ordinary 
should not be allowed in the Head 
Start programs; that we should obvi-
ously compensate people as well as pos-
sible, but make sure that after that is 
done, that the money that is there, be 
it State money or local money, is chan-
neled in the direction of helping these 
young children who need so much help 
in order to prepare them to get ready 
for school. And that is something I 
think we all agree on. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Just quickly, I yield myself 30 seconds 
to say that, as I said, this bill has been 
a long time coming to where we think 
we can get it to the President’s desk. I 
certainly want to thank the staffs on 
both sides of the aisle for all of their 
expertise, experience, and knowledge 
about this program. And we’ve been 
working together to get to this point 
in the conference committee. 

I would urge passage of the motion to 
instruct. 

I reserve my time. 
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP), and I 
ask unanimous consent that he be al-
lowed to control that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Delaware? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to offer my sup-
port for this motion to instruct con-
ferees which will cap the amount Head 
Start employees may be paid at the ex-
ecutive schedule level to an amount 
currently equal to $168,000. 

I want to thank my colleague, Con-
gressman MIKE CASTLE, the former 
Governor of Delaware, who is a cham-
pion for education, for offering this 
motion. This is a commonsense mo-
tion. It is fiscally responsible for us to 
use taxpayers’ money, and it is a fair 
compromise for the Head Start em-
ployees. 

If this cap is not adopted, a Head 
Start employee could be paid up to 
$186,000, an $18,000 difference and a sub-
stantial amount of money that would 
be better spent on Head Start class-
room teachers and other aspects of this 
program. 

Fiscal responsibility means not just 
being cautious in how much we spend. 
It is just as important to be responsible 
in where we spend. 

When you have Head Start classroom 
teachers making an average of $25,000 
annually, it is disrespectful to divert 
more money and give it to employees 
already making well over six figures. 

As the husband of a teacher, I hope 
my colleagues will join me in being ef-
fective about how we spend the tax-
payers’ money for the children. 

Again, I want to thank my colleague, 
MIKE CASTLE, for bringing this motion 
to the floor. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Could I ask the 
gentleman from California if he has 
other speakers. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
No, I have none. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Then I’ll be the 
last speaker, and I think we’re ready to 
move on with that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume at this time. 

I think in closing on this particular 
issue, I would like to speak also in 
favor of the motion to instruct of the 
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAS-
TLE). It’s a wise motion. I don’t think 
I or anyone else here objects to any ad-
ministrator making an adequate com-
pensation. But I also think that six fig-
ures is an adequate compensation, es-
pecially when the teachers in Head 
Start are averaging 25 grand a year. 

In 2005, the independent General Ac-
countability Office did issue a report 
that warned that their financial con-
trol system in the Head Start program 
is flawed, failing, and it did fail to pre-
vent multi-million-dollar financial 
abuses that do cheat children in this 
particular program. 

It is important that the resources 
that we have go to increasing teacher 
salaries, hiring more teachers or sup-
plies that directly go to help the kids 
in the Head Start program. And it’s 
important that in conference we make 
it very clear that our resources should 
be targeted to those who are simply in 
need. 

Sparky Anderson was once asked 
why he was such a successful manager, 
and he simply responded that baseball 
is a simple game. You have good play-
ers you keep in the right positions, and 
then the manager is a success. 

Even Earl Weaver once said that if 
you do the dull things right, extraor-

dinary things won’t be required. This 
motion to instruct may be one of those 
dull things, that if we do it right and 
do it right in this bill, we won’t have to 
come back here and do the extraor-
dinary things. The extraordinary 
things will be done by the teachers in 
the classrooms who are helping these 
kids who need this help in the Head 
Start program so desperately. 

I urge a favorable vote on the motion 
to instruct. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8 

of rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3043, DEPARTMENTS OF 
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND 
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 

Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 794 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 794 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider the 
conference report to accompany the bill 
(H.R. 3043) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, and Education, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. All points of order 
against the conference report and against its 
consideration are waived. The conference re-
port shall be considered as read. 

SEC. 2. A motion to proceed to consider-
ation of H.R. 3688 pursuant to section 151 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 shall be in order only 
if offered by the Majority Leader or his des-
ignee. 

SEC. 3. Upon receipt of a message from the 
Senate transmitting H.R. 3043, with a Senate 
amendment thereto, it shall be in order to 
take the same from the Speaker’s table and 
to consider in the House, without interven-
tion of any point of order, a motion offered 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations or his designee that the House con-
cur in such amendment. The Senate amend-
ment and the motion shall be considered as 
read. The motion shall be debatable for one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the motion to its adoption without inter-
vening motion. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I raise a 

point of order against H. Res. 794 under 
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section 2 of H. Res. 491, because the res-
olution contains a waiver of all points 
of order against the conference report 
and its consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PASCRELL). The gentleman from Ari-
zona makes a point of order that the 
resolution violates section 2 of House 
Resolution 491. 

Such a point of order made under 
that resolution shall be disposed of by 
the question of consideration under the 
same terms as specified in clause 9(b) 
of rule XXI. 

The gentleman from Arizona and a 
Member opposed, the gentleman from 
Florida, each will control 10 minutes of 
debate on the question of consider-
ation. 

After that debate the Chair will put 
the question of consideration, to wit: 
Will the House now consider the resolu-
tion? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

H. Res. 491 says that it shall not be in 
order to consider a conference report 
unless the joint explanatory statement 
includes a list of congressional ear-
marks that were air-dropped into it or 
that were not committed to the con-
ference committee by either Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s unfortunate that, 
on the first general appropriations bill 
since the adoption of H. Res. 491 and its 
improvements to the earmarks rules, 
that the majority has reported a rule 
that waives all points of order. 

I object to using veterans spending to 
grease the skids for a pork-laden 
Labor-HHS spending bill. A cursory 
look through the more than 150 pages 
of earmarks in the conference report 
reveals such earmarks as $320,000 for 
the American Jazz Museum in Kansas 
City, Missouri; $130,000 for the First 
Ladies Museum in Canton, Ohio; $85,000 
for the Los Angeles Craft and Folk Art 
Museum in Los Angeles, California. 

But beyond taking exception to the 
bill, I raise this point of order as the 
only means available to highlight the 
alarming trend toward opaqueness 
rather than transparency. Rather than 
allow for a full debate on whether this 
conference report complies with the 
earmark rule, this rule actually pre-
vents it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a little experi-
ence challenging earmarks on the 
floor. It’s not been a pleasant experi-
ence at times. We don’t know much of 
what are in these bills that get to the 
conference. And then when you have a 
conference report that comes with ear-
marks air-dropped into it after that, 
and you only get that bill just a few 
hours before you vote on it, then I 
think it behooves us to slow down a bit 
and say what are we doing here. 

I should note that when I challenged 
earmarks in the House version of the 
bill, on one occasion we had an ear-
mark withdrawn before the earmark 
amendment could be offered because 
there was a problem with the earmark. 

b 1900 
In other cases we had the Committee 

on Appropriations go to the Rules 
Committee and actually withdraw 
some of the amendments before they 
could be challenged. So it is obvious 
that these earmarks have not been vet-
ted through the process very well, and 
those are the earmarks that actually 
went through the House process. 

We have here at least nine, nine that 
are identified, nine earmarks that were 
air-dropped that were not either part of 
the House or the Senate version. Mr. 
Speaker, this just is not a good prac-
tice. 

One example of the air-dropped ear-
marks that we just found out about 
just hours ago, $1 million for the 
Thomas Daschle Center for Public 
Service and Representative Democ-
racy. Now, if we are air-dropping 
amendments like that into this bill, 
what else is in the bill? We really 
haven’t had time to go through it. Out-
side groups are trying to go through 
this bill and simply haven’t had the 
time. And you are going to have prob-
lems; we are going to be learning for 
weeks or months what’s in this bill un-
less we slow down a bit here. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I would have the gentleman know 
that the earmarks that he refers to are 
clearly delineated in this conference 
report. 

This point of order is about whether 
or not to consider this rule and ulti-
mately the funding of vital education, 
health, and veterans programs. In fact, 
I would say that it is simply an effort 
to try to kill this conference report 
and, in my view, on a faulty premise at 
that. 

Every single earmark in this con-
ference report has been properly dis-
closed in conformance with House 
rules. This parliamentary ruse won’t 
work because these programs are too 
important to the health and vitality of 
the Nation. 

With this conference we keep our 
commitment to our veterans with the 
largest single increase in the 77-year 
history of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. It also invests in critical do-
mestic priorities in the Labor, Health, 
and Education bill with major invest-
ments in K–12 education, college af-
fordability, increasing access to qual-
ity health care, medical research, 
worker protection, and job training 
programs. Voting ‘‘no’’ on this ques-
tion of consideration will prevent con-
sideration of this package, which has 
strong House and Senate bipartisan 
support. 

Furthermore, the parliamentary ma-
neuver that my good friend chooses to 
use today to stop this legislation is 
completely transparent. Just so that 
we keep the record straight, Madam 
Speaker, the changes proposed in the 
Boehner discharge petition that our 

Republican counterparts seem so eager 
to have adopted would not cover any 
measure not now covered by our ear-
mark rule, clause 9 of rule XXI. As a 
matter of fact, Mr. BOEHNER’s resolu-
tion does not even include the projects 
that are covered by House Resolution 
491, which was introduced by our ma-
jority leader, Representative HOYER, 
and is now in effect. 

So despite whatever roadblock the 
other side tries to use to stop this bill, 
we will stand up for America’s hard-
working families and America’s vet-
erans. We must consider this rule and 
we must pass this conference report 
today. 

Madam Speaker, I have the right to 
close, but in the end I am just going to 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ to 
consider the rule. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, I think 
it begs the question, if there was total 
transparency here, why did we waive 
all points of order against this rule? I 
would have liked to have challenged 
the conference report itself, but I 
couldn’t because the Rules Committee 
had decided to waive all points of 
order. Now, you have to ask why. If ev-
erything is transparent and everything 
is known, why did we waive all points 
of order? Why am I forced to bring a 
point of order against the rule itself 
rather than the conference report? 

And I would submit that I would like 
to believe that it is a transparency, but 
when you have air-dropped earmarks 
dropped at the last minute, again, if we 
are working so hard for America’s 
hardworking taxpayers, as was just 
said, then why are we air-dropping an 
earmark for $1 million for the Thomas 
Daschle Center for Public Service? 
Naming a center after a former Mem-
ber, why is that so urgent that we have 
to break all the rules that we have laid 
out and sneak it into a bill at the last 
minute, with less than 24 hours, in fact, 
less than 12 hours to actually review 
it? That’s not proper vetting. 

I should mention that there have 
been statements made by the majority, 
and I have liked what I have heard 
about what we are going to do this year 
in terms of earmarks transparency. 

The Speaker of the House said back 
in June that Members need to have 
time to read through these reports and 
that every earmark should have to be 
defended. 

These nine air-dropped earmarks into 
this bill today don’t have to be de-
fended. They are untouchable. We can’t 
even go at them. We can’t offer an 
amendment to strike them out because 
they are air-dropped into a conference 
report where you have no ability to 
strike them. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
GINGREY). 

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman from Arizona’s 
yielding, and I appreciate the gen-
tleman bringing up a point of order 
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against the rule. And to take away 
that opportunity to raise a point of 
order against the conference report, 
Madam Speaker, where there are air- 
dropped earmarks, in this case I think 
the gentleman said nine, I still remem-
ber the calls from the Democratic lead-
ership, led, of course, by Madam Speak-
er, Speaker PELOSI, when the Demo-
crats won control of the House by vir-
tue of the elections almost exactly a 
year ago, that this would be the most 
open, honest, and transparent Congress 
in history. 

Madam Speaker, I just want to give 
you a quote from Speaker PELOSI 
promising fiscal restraint if Democrats 
win. And here’s the quote: 

‘‘Breaking with many Democrats, 
Ms. PELOSI also spoke out against ear-
marking billions of dollars for home- 
State projects, a practice she calls a 
‘monster’ that hurts Congress.’’ And 
here is what she said: ‘‘ ‘I’d get rid of 
all of them. None of them is worth the 
skepticism, the cynicism the public 
has . . . and the fiscal irresponsibility 
of it.’ ’’ And that was in the Wall Street 
Journal, July 13, 2006. 

Another quote from Madam Speaker 
PELOSI: ‘‘We will bring transparency 
and openness to the budget process and 
to the use of earmarks and will give 
the American people the leadership 
they deserve,’’ NANCY PELOSI, press re-
lease, December 12, 2006. 

Madam Speaker, this is absurd. And, 
again, I commend the gentleman from 
Arizona for calling attention to this. 
Where is the openness? Where is the 
transparency? What good do we have in 
regard to a point of order so that we 
can look at these conference reports? 
Where are the 2 days that we are sup-
posed to have to look at them? So it is 
taken away from us. What good does it 
do if the Rules Committee waives all 
points of order? 

So I commend the gentleman. He’s 
absolutely right. We need to have some 
true transparency in this body. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, the spirit and the letter of the 
law has been complied with in this 
matter. I will just reference one aspect 
of compliance with clause 9 of rule XXI 
and with the rules in the Senate. This 
is what it says: 

‘‘The following list is also submitted 
in compliance with House Resolution 
491, which requires a listing of congres-
sional earmarks in the conference re-
port or joint statement of managers 
that were not committed to the com-
mittee of conference by either house, 
not in a report on a bill committed to 
conference, and not in a Senate com-
mittee report on a companion measure. 
Such earmarks are marked with an ‘X’ 
in the list below.’’ 

If that ain’t transparency, I don’t 
know what is. All of them have the 
‘‘X’’ mark, the asterisk, and are clearly 
following the spirit of the law. 

When the Republicans were in 
charge, they had 14,000 earmarks, and 
nobody knew where they were, where 
they came from, when they came. And 
now we have them in this bill. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, I am 
not here to defend the Republican 
record on earmarks. It’s abysmal, 
frankly. I think that’s one of the main 
reasons we are here squarely in the mi-
nority today. 

But I took great heart, as did many 
of us, at the promises that were made 
with the new Congress, that we would 
have real transparency, real account-
ability. And, unfortunately, what we 
are seeing today is a move away from 
that. 

Let me read a statement that I men-
tioned. In June of this year, the Speak-
er of the House, in a press conference, 
said, ‘‘Before Members vote on a bill, 
there should be an appropriate time for 
people to be able to read it, that it 
should be a matter of public record. 
And if there’s an earmark that can 
stand the scrutiny, then that trans-
parency will give the opportunity for it 
to be there.’’ 

When you have nine, at least, that we 
have been able to find, and when the 
gentleman says that they are all 
marked with an asterisk, how do we 
know? We have 150 pages of earmarks 
that we were given just this morning. 
We only got the hard copy of this this 
morning. We simply don’t know. So it 
behooves us to move a little slower 
here. 

If we really believe in transparency, 
if we really believe that these ear-
marks need to be there, then let’s have 
a rule that actually allows for a point 
of order to be lodged against the con-
ference report, not just against the 
rule. 

Again, I have to say if there was 
complete transparency here and we 
didn’t have anything to worry about, I 
think we would have had a rule that 
did not waive points of order against 
the bill. And that’s why we are here 
today. 

We need to do far better. This is a 
wonderful institution. There are won-
derful people here. It has a great his-
tory. We need to do better by it. And I 
would submit that this legislation be-
fore us today with 150 pages of ear-
marks and nine air-dropped earmarks 
at the last minute does not do this in-
stitution the good that it deserves. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER). The question is, Will the 
House now consider the resolution? 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 
15-minute vote on the question of con-

sideration will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on the motion to instruct con-
ferees on H.R. 1429 and the motion to 
suspend the rules and agree to House 
Resolution 379. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 203, nays 
178, not voting 51, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1044] 

YEAS—203 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—178 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 

Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 

Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
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Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 

Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 

Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—51 

Arcuri 
Baird 
Blunt 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Delahunt 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Ellison 

Ferguson 
Fossella 
Gordon 
Hare 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kaptur 
Keller 
LaHood 
Markey 
Matsui 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Michaud 
Oberstar 

Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Saxton 
Slaughter 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 2 
minutes remaining on this vote. 

b 1934 

Messrs. TERRY, PEARCE, 
REICHERT, MACK, and Mrs. 
BACHMANN changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the question of consideration was 
decided in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, on Novem-

ber 6, 2007, I inadvertently failed to vote on 
rollcall No. 1044. Had I voted, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 

1044, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 1429, IMPROVING HEAD 
START ACT OF 2007 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. CASTLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to instruct on H.R. 1429 offered by 
the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. 
CASTLE) on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk will designate the motion. 
The Clerk designated the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 400, nays 0, 
not voting 32, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1045] 

YEAS—400 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 

Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 

Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 

Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—32 

Baird 
Blunt 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Carter 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Culberson 

Ferguson 
Fossella 
Gordon 
Hastert 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Keller 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Melancon 
Oberstar 

Olver 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Saxton 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote. 

b 1941 

So the motion to instruct was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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WELCOMING FRENCH PRESIDENT 

NICOLAS SARKOZY TO THE 
UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 379, as amended, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ENGEL) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 379, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 0, 
not voting 37, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1046] 

YEAS—395 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 

Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 

Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 

Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—37 

Baird 
Berman 
Blunt 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Deal (GA) 

Doyle 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Fossella 
Gordon 
Hastert 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Keller 
LaHood 
Lofgren, Zoe 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Royce 
Saxton 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

b 1948 
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-

tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A resolution congratulating Nicolas 
Sarkozy on his election to the presi-
dency of France and welcoming Presi-
dent Sarkozy on the occasion of his ap-
pearance before a Joint Meeting of 
Congress.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3043, DEPARTMENTS OF 
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND 
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to my good friend, the distinguished 
gentleman from Pasco, Washington 
(Mr. HASTINGS). All time yielded during 
consideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members be given 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 794. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, House Resolution 
794 provides for consideration of the 
conference report to accompany H.R. 
3043, Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act. 
The rule waives all points of order 
against the conference report and 
against its consideration. The con-
ference report also includes the House 
and Senate compromise on the Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs 
Appropriations Act. 

The rule includes two additional pro-
visions. The first provides that only 
the majority leader or his designee can 
move to proceed to consider H.R. 3688, 
the United States-Peru Trade Pro-
motion Agreement Implementation 
Act. It addresses a procedural motion 
under the trade act and is often adopt-
ed by the House, including three times 
during the last Congress alone. The 
second ensures that in the event that 
the Senate on a point of order strips 
out the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs provisions from this con-
ference report, that the Labor, Health 
and Human Services, and Education 
portion of the report will not be fur-
ther delayed and, instead, sent imme-
diately to the President for his signa-
ture. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of this rule and the un-
derlying conference report. Of all the 
conference reports which Congress will 
consider, the vote on this one will be 
the most telling. It will be the most 
telling because Members will have an 
opportunity tonight to take an up-or- 
down vote on the needs of our children 
and Congress’s commitment to Amer-
ica’s veterans. Members are either for 
$5.1 billion in mandatory increased 
funding for veterans military benefits 
or they are not. They either support 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 04:25 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00066 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06NO7.129 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H12807 November 6, 2007 
$1.1 billion in increased funding for 
Pell Grants or they don’t. We are ei-
ther for restoring the President’s $287 
million cut in job-training programs 
for the unemployed or we are not. 

Do you support $530 million in in-
creased funding for VA hospitals and 
other medical facilities, or do you op-
pose the funding increase? What about 
Head Start? The conference report in-
cludes $154 million in increases in fund-
ing for this critical early childhood 
education program. Low-income en-
ergy assistance programs? There’s a 
$250 million increase in funding for 
these programs, which ensure that mil-
lions of Americans are warm in the 
winter and cool in the summer. 

How about the National Institutes of 
Health? The conference report in-
creases funding for this vital agency by 
$1.1 billion so that America will con-
tinue to be the global leader in medical 
research and technology. Or Ryan 
White AIDS programs? There’s an $85 
million increase for them. I am espe-
cially appreciative of this increase be-
cause of the continued epidemic that 
HIV/AIDS poses throughout south Flor-
ida and particularly in the district that 
I am privileged to represent. All of 
these priorities and many more are 
funded in the underlying conference re-
port on which Members will have an 
opportunity to cast a simple ‘‘yes’’ or 
‘‘no’’ vote if this rule is approved. 

Democrats promised, Madam Speak-
er, that we would govern differently 
than the previous majority, that our 
legislation would reflect not the ideo-
logical views of a few, but the prior-
ities of the many. Moreover, we vowed 
to work in a bipartisan fashion. This is 
exactly what we did with this con-
ference report, as indicated by the nu-
merous Republican Senators spanning 
the ideological spectrum who signed 
the conference report. 

Finally, we promised earmark re-
form, and that is what is done in this 
report. After Republicans spent 12 
years increasing the number of ear-
marks to more than 14,000, Democrats 
cut the number of earmarks nearly in 
half in this conference report. Perhaps 
most importantly, we have made avail-
able for public viewing earmark disclo-
sure statements, and any new ear-
marks placed in this conference report 
are clearly marked and in full accord-
ance not only with the letter of the law 
but also its spirit. I am proud that we 
kept our promise for transparency and 
reform. 

Madam Speaker, the importance of 
this conference report transcends par-
tisan politics to address the disparities 
that exist in the competition to meet 
our human needs. The programs in the 
underlying legislation prioritize the 
livelihood of citizens from all walks of 
life and helps those individuals live at 
a standard that should be expected in 
the greatest Nation on Earth. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
rule and the underlying conference re-
port. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I want to thank my 
good friend and namesake, the gen-
tleman from Florida, for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes. Sadly, the 
Democrat leaders today are not taking 
care of the business of this country. 
They’ve failed to get their work done 
because, in my view, they would rather 
play political games than do the job 
that Congress and all of us are elected 
to do. 

The new fiscal year, Madam Speaker, 
began 37 days ago, on October 1. Yet 
not one of the annual funding bills to 
fund the Federal Government has been 
signed into law. You have to go back 20 
years to find a record this bad. 

This rule would provide for the con-
sideration of two separate appropria-
tion bills that have been combined to-
gether by the Democrat leaders. The 
Veterans funding bill and funding for 
the Departments of Labor, Health and 
Education have been forced together in 
this conference report. These bills have 
nothing in common, or I should say the 
only thing they have in common is the 
fact that they are appropriation bills. 

They do have one very, very impor-
tant difference, the difference being 
callously exploited by the Democrat 
leaders. The difference is, Madam 
Speaker, the Veterans funding bill has 
the votes to pass this Congress and be 
signed into law, while the Labor, 
Health and Education spending bill will 
be vetoed because it increases spending 
by $10 billion over the President’s re-
quest. 

Democrat leaders are using the vet-
erans to try and force through their 
plan of higher spending. Veterans bene-
fits and veterans health care should 
not be held hostage. More than 400 of 
the 435 House Members and over 90 of 
100 Senators voted for the veterans 
spending bill. Yet, Democrat leaders 
have blocked passage of this bill to be 
sent to the President since September. 
For 2 months they have kept the vet-
erans waiting. 

Madam Speaker, the Democrat lead-
ers know full well this combined spend-
ing bill won’t be signed into law, but 
they have chosen to waste our time by 
having the Congress vote on it anyway. 
The American people have had enough 
of this Congress not completing its 
work and not being serious about the 
business of this country. The Democrat 
leaders, in my view, need to stop pos-
turing, stop the game-playing and get 
serious about doing its job in Congress. 

Our veterans, Madam Speaker, have 
already carried a heavy burden for our 
country. They shouldn’t be used by the 
new majority to carry the burden of 
passing this agenda of higher spending. 

b 2000 
Separate these two bills. Let Con-

gress pass a clean funding bill for our 
veterans. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this rule that provides for the consider-
ation of a combined conference report 
destined to be vetoed and sustained. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE) from the Appropria-
tions Committee. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, let me 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time and for his diligent and fair 
leadership on the Rules Committee. 
Let me also thank Chairman OBEY for 
this bill and for your tireless efforts in 
crafting this legislation. 

Our spending priorities do reflect our 
values as a country, and during this 
week, which some of you heard last 
night, this is National Bible Week. I 
think it is very important as we debate 
this bill to remember some of the 
statements and speeches that were 
made last night with regard to caring 
for the least of these. 

I am pleased we were able to fund 
critical programs under the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, 
programs like nurses education and the 
Ryan White CARE Act and the Minor-
ity AIDS Initiative. I look forward to 
working with our colleagues to try to 
increase funding for all of our AIDS 
initiatives in the coming year. 

I also want to thank the committee 
for funding critical education pro-
grams. What are we saying to the 
American people when we pass legisla-
tion that funds education, like the 21st 
Century Community Learning Centers, 
TRIO, GEAR UP, Upward Bound, and 
programs that strengthen Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities and 
Hispanic-serving universities. We are 
saying these are our priorities. These 
are the programs that we care about 
and want to see implemented which in-
vest in our children’s future. 

Madam Speaker, much has been said 
and reported about the President’s veto 
threat. What does this senseless veto 
threat say to the American people? It 
says that the President’s priority is 
funding an occupation in Iraq as op-
posed to investing in the future of our 
country. 

We are now spending $12 billion a 
month in Iraq. For the price of 1 month 
of our occupation in Iraq, we could be 
paying for 1.5 million children to go to 
Head Start for a whole year. We could 
hire 200,000 new school teachers for a 
year, and we could even insure 7 mil-
lion of the 8.7 million children living in 
this country that do not have health 
care insurance for a whole year. 

This is a fundamental question where 
we should spend our priorities. We ac-
tually could continue to spend our tax 
dollars on a war without end, or we 
could use our tax dollars to spend on 
our children, our schools, our commu-
nities and on our veterans who have 
valiantly sacrificed so much. They de-
serve an ‘‘aye’’ vote on this rule and 
the underlying conference report. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 04:25 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00067 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06NO7.131 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12808 November 6, 2007 
Let’s remember this is National Bible 

Week and let us do what the Scriptures 
would dictate on this bill and support 
the rule and the bill for the least of 
these. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 8 minutes to 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER), a valuable member of the Ap-
propriations Committee. 

Mr. WICKER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my distinguished friend from 
Washington. 

Madam Speaker, my friend from 
Florida says that this new Democratic 
majority was determined to govern dif-
ferently than previous majorities. He 
has succeeded in this regard, Madam 
Speaker: This is the latest the Con-
gress has gone without sending a single 
appropriation bill to the President for 
his signature since 1987. I don’t think 
that is what the Democratic majority 
had in mind when they said they would 
govern differently, but they have cer-
tainly done so. 

So I rise to express my opposition to 
the rule and to the conference report 
that will serve no purpose other than 
to delay funding for veterans, for our 
troops and for their families. 

The conference report before us in-
cludes both the Labor-HHS Education 
appropriation bill and the Military 
Construction and Veterans Affairs ap-
propriation bill. The President stands 
ready to sign the MilCon-VA bill into 
law. He could have done so already and 
made funding available for key vet-
erans health and benefit programs and 
much-needed military construction 
projects. 

But the majority has chosen to link 
that bill with a bloated Labor-HHS, 
Education bill, a measure which the 
President will veto. So this exercise 
today amounts to a waste of time and 
sends the wrong message to veterans 
and military personnel. Instead of hon-
oring these men and women for their 
sacrifices and providing assistance to 
them today on the eve of Veterans 
Day, we are short-changing our vet-
erans in the interest of political 
gamesmanship. 

The majority’s strategy was to cou-
ple these bills with the expectation 
that many Members of Congress would 
not have the political will to oppose 
funding for veterans even temporarily. 
We should not use our veterans as 
pawns and we should not insult their 
intelligence. Give our Nation’s heroes 
more credit than that. Our veterans 
can see through this ruse. So can the 
American people, and they should be 
rightly outraged by it. 

I have in my hand a statement taken 
from the Web page of the American Le-
gion, our Nation’s largest veterans or-
ganization. The American Legion says, 
‘‘Here we are again, the start of a new 
fiscal year and Congress still has not 
passed the Military Construction-Vet-
erans Affairs and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Bill.’’ The American Le-
gion goes on to ask the question: ‘‘So 
what is the problem?’’ And their an-
swer is accurate: ‘‘Politics.’’ 

The American Legion goes on to de-
nounce Congress’ plans to hold VA 
funding hostage. 

Another veterans organization, 
VetsForFreedom.org identifies this 
process for what it is: ‘‘A cynical at-
tempt to use veterans as a political 
shield for further wasteful government 
spending.’’ VetsforFreedom goes on to 
say they call on Congress to pass clean 
bills for the Veterans Administration 
and the Department of Defense as 
quickly as possible. 

Madam Speaker, we should be mov-
ing this legislation under regular 
order. It is true that Congresses in the 
past have used omnibus bills, but al-
ways as a last resort after first trying 
to follow regular established proce-
dure. In this instance, the Democratic 
leadership did not even attempt to fol-
low regular order. Instead, their first 
attempt to bring these conference re-
ports to the floor amounts to an un-
precedented departure from established 
procedure. 

I very much regret the decision of 
the majority to link these two bills. 
The House passed its version of the 
MilCon bill in June by a vote of 409–2. 
The Senate passed its bill on Sep-
tember 6, 2 months ago, with a vote of 
92–1 in favor of the bill. For 8 weeks, 
Chairman EDWARDS and I stood ready 
to conference these bills. We could 
have brought a bill to the floor weeks 
ago that would have passed overwhelm-
ingly and been signed into law by the 
President. 

Instead, after waiting 8 weeks, when 
we were finally given the green light to 
move forward with a conference, the 
members of our subcommittee were not 
appointed as conferees as is normally 
the case. The majority decided that the 
Labor-HHS conferees, most of whom 
did not attend MilCon-VA hearings or 
participate in our bill’s creation, would 
be involved in deliberations on VA-spe-
cific provisions. 

Mr. EDWARDS and I, as chairman and 
ranking member, have worked along 
with our Senate counterparts and our 
staffs to craft a compromise between 
the two versions of the MilCon-VA bill. 
The compromise before the House in-
cludes funding for numerous military 
construction projects that are vital to 
support the working environment and 
quality of life of our soldiers and their 
families. 

We have included funding for base re-
alignment and closure. We have in-
cluded funding for initiatives to resta-
tion 70,000 troops and their families to 
Europe and Korea; projects necessary 
for increasing the active duty Army by 
65,000 and the Marine Corps by 27,000; 
relocation of Marines from Okinawa to 
Japan; consolidating U.S. forces in 
South Korea; establishing enduring 
bases in Afghanistan and Djibouti; bar-
racks and family housing projects; new 
medical facilities; and needed support 
facilities for our Guard and Reserve. 
And all of this on a bipartisan basis. 

I was especially pleased to join 
Chairman EDWARDS in a very impor-

tant quality of life initiative, funding 
much-needed child development cen-
ters. 

With regard to the VA portions of the 
bill, the department is receiving the 
largest increase in the department’s 
history, an increase of $4.8 billion over 
fiscal year 2007. This increase even ex-
ceeds the independent budget request 
submitted by the various veterans 
service organizations. The bulk of this 
increase is going to boost medical serv-
ices at VA hospitals and clinics. In fis-
cal year 2008, it is estimated that the 
VA will treat 5.8 million patients, in-
cluding 263,000 Iraq and Afghanistan 
veterans. 

The conferees have produced a bipar-
tisan conference report. It is a good 
work product. It continues the long- 
standing tradition of support and com-
mitment for the men and women and 
their families who are serving our 
country and those who have served our 
country in the past. 

It is unfortunate that these worthy 
projects are now joined with a bill that 
includes $10 billion in excessive spend-
ing on domestic programs. 

Included in the Labor-HHS portion of 
the bill is a new duplicative program 
for the CDC for comprehensive sex edu-
cation; a new grant-making initiative 
at the Department of Education tar-
geting the creation of full-service com-
munity schools. 

The only office at the Department of 
Labor the majority has seen fit to cut 
is the one responsible for union over-
sight. Apparently union accountability 
is unimportant to the majority, so 
they cut the labor management stand-
ards budget by 20 percent. 

In conclusion, Madam Speaker, I 
mention these things to point out that 
there are legitimate differences sur-
rounding the Labor-HHS bill. There are 
good reasons the President will veto 
Labor-HHS. But there are no good rea-
sons for this bill to be linked with 
MilCon-VA. Vital funding for the VA 
and infrastructure for our troops could 
be in the pipeline within a matter of 
days, but the majority will simply not 
allow that. Instead, we are sacrificing 
veterans for the sake of a cheap, cheap 
political stunt. Our Nation’s veterans 
deserve better. The American people 
deserve better. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule and vote ‘‘no’’ 
on the conference report. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, sometimes I think I am living 
here in la-la land. These people were in 
charge of the House; they were in 
charge of the Senate, and they were in 
charge of the White House. And they 
left us 11 appropriation measures that 
Mr. OBEY and his committee have had 
to deal with in trying to clean up their 
mess. 

I would like to yield 31⁄2 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. EDWARDS), the chairman of 
Military Construction and the VA Sub-
committee. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, 
there is a clear difference between the 
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Republican leadership’s approach to 
veterans and the new Democratic Con-
gress’ leadership. 

In the old Congress led by Repub-
licans for 12 years, the Republican 
leadership fired the Republican chair-
man of the VA Committee in the 
House. Why? Because he put the inter-
est of veterans above political loyalty, 
partisan loyalty, to the leadership that 
didn’t want to fund our veterans ade-
quately. 

What is the difference? In the new 
Democratic Congress, Speaker PELOSI 
and our leadership have said that sup-
porting veterans, honoring those who 
have honored us with their service in 
uniform, will be the highest of prior-
ities in this Congress, and that is ex-
actly what we have done and that is ex-
actly what we are doing here tonight. 

Let me respond to some of the com-
ments of my Republican colleagues. 
The gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) said for 2 months Democrats 
have kept veterans waiting. I don’t 
know where my colleague has been, but 
that is the last thing we have done. 
Perhaps my colleague would remember 
that the first thing we did was pass a 
continuing resolution for veterans 
funding for 2007 because the previously 
led Republican Congress last year 
failed completely to ever pass a VA- 
Military Construction appropriations 
bill. 

In that bill, we increased veterans 
discretionary health care spending by 
$3.4 billion. But that wasn’t enough, we 
did more. 

In the Iraq war supplemental bill, we 
didn’t keep veterans waiting; we 
worked hard to add an additional $1.8 
billion to veterans discretionary spend-
ing. So $3.4 billion and $1.8 billion, that 
adds up to a $5.2 billion increase in VA 
discretionary and health care funding 
this year alone before this bill comes 
to the floor. That is a larger increase 
than any Republican House-led con-
ference has ever reported under Repub-
lican leadership. 

b 2015 

Now, some would say saying one 
thing and doing another is hypocrisy. 
Others might call it a double standard. 
I will be polite and respectful tonight. 
I’m going to call it politically conven-
ient memory. 

Our Republican colleagues are chas-
tising us about being one month late in 
passing a VA appropriation bill, al-
though they ignored the $5.2 billion 
we’ve already added for our veterans. 
They seem to forget, you know when 
the last time was under their leader-
ship we passed a VA appropriation bill 
on time? Anybody remember? It was a 
long time ago. 1996. That was the last 
time, under Republican leadership, in 
this House we passed a VA appropria-
tion bill on time. 

Politically convenient memory. 
They’re chastising us for being 1 month 
late this year? Seems that they forget, 
Madam Speaker, that in 2006 they 
didn’t pass a bill at all. 

They say we should separate the two 
bills, VA from Labor-HHS. Another 
problem of politically convenient mem-
ory loss. Out of the last 5 years, 
Madam Speaker, only once, only once 
under Republican leadership did they 
pass the VA appropriations bill as a 
freestanding bill. Saying one thing, 
doing another. 

What Democrats are doing with this 
bill and what we’ve done this year is to 
work with our veterans service organi-
zations to pass the largest increase in 
VA health care funding in the history 
of the veterans administration. That’s 
a record we can be proud of and we can 
remember. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I’m pleased to yield 
as much time as he may consume to 
the distinguished ranking member on 
the Rules Committee, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. DREIER). 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, as I 
listened to the very distinguished 
chairman of the Military Quality of 
Life Subcommittee of the Appropria-
tions Committee, I’ve got to say that I 
was somewhat saddened at this con-
stant finger-pointing: the Republicans 
did this in 1996 and we didn’t know how 
to run the place and we didn’t provide 
the funding that was necessary for vet-
erans and all of this sort of stuff and 
we were late in doing these things. 

The fascinating thing about this is 
that there’s this brilliant document 
that came forward during last fall’s 
campaign, and it was unveiled by the 
new Speaker of the House. It was called 
‘‘A New Direction for America.’’ And in 
it, it talked about this new spirit of 
openness, the fact that we would have 
transparency and disclosure and ac-
countability, the likes of which we had 
not seen in a long time, if ever. 

Madam Speaker, I will tell you that 
we all know that we’ve gotten the 
exact opposite of that. I unveiled a few 
weeks ago, along with my colleagues 
Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. DIAZ-BALART and 
Mr. SESSIONS, an outline of what has 
happened in this year. 

Well, this process that we’re dealing 
with at this very moment is an exam-
ple of the kind of arrogance that we 
have seen in trying to utilize veterans 
as a political pawn. 

Now, the distinguished ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER), quoted the veterans pub-
lication in which they said very clear-
ly, we can do something that will en-
sure that the resources necessary for 
our Nation’s veterans are there. We can 
pass in a bipartisan way a military 
quality of life appropriations con-
ference report. We can get it through 
both Houses of Congress, and we can 
get it to the President of the United 
States. And then we will have, albeit 
late, we will have been able to get the 
funding that is necessary. 

Now, Madam Speaker, I don’t believe 
that there are Members of this institu-

tion who actually want to deprive our 
Nation’s courageous veterans from 
having access to the quality health 
care and the other items that they 
need to have to address their concerns. 
I don’t believe that anybody sincerely 
wants to do that. 

But I will tell you this, we know full 
well that there has been game-playing 
in this process. In fact, all one needs to 
do is look at the rule. We know that 
rule XVIII in the Senate basically says 
that you cannot link up two appropria-
tion bills. It’s a scope violation, and it 
can’t be done. 

Madam Speaker, on October 31, 44 
Members of the United States Senate 
signed a letter, and I’d like to include 
this letter in the RECORD at this point. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, October 31, 2007. 

Speaker NANCY PELOSI, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Majority Leader HARRY REID, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI AND MAJORITY LEAD-
ER REID: We write this letter to request that 
federal funding for our nation’s troops and 
veterans not be further delayed and held hos-
tage for partisan purposes. Congress must 
promptly complete its work on the Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2008 Military Construction-Vet-
erans Affairs (MilCon-VA) and Defense ap-
propriations bills, and they should be sent to 
the President’s desk as freestanding meas-
ures by Veterans Day. 

It has been nearly two months since both 
Houses passed their respective FY 2008 
MilCon-VA appropriations bills, and nearly 
one month has gone by since both chambers 
approved their FY 2008 Defense appropria-
tions bills. Plenty of time has passed for 
these measures to go through conference and 
get signed into law. Yet to date, this Con-
gress has still not sent a single appropria-
tions bill to the President—a failure of ac-
complishment that has not happened in dec-
ades. Meanwhile, our brave soldiers are de-
fending us overseas, taking the fight to the 
terrorists, and keeping our nation safe. Vet-
erans continue waiting for increased funding, 
which the President already has signaled 
that he would approve and will lead to im-
proved medical care and other benefits. 

Swift action on the MilCon-VA and De-
fense appropriations bills is not only fitting 
with Veterans Day coming in less than two 
weeks, but it also is one of our highest re-
sponsibilities as lawmakers. Our soldiers and 
veterans already have done so much for our 
country. The Democratic Congressional 
Leadership should not now cynically use 
them to shoulder a bloated ‘‘minibus’’ fund-
ing bill up Pennsylvania Avenue and wrest 
billions in excessive spending. Leading vet-
erans groups have expressed strong concerns 
about such an approach. For months, the 
President has said that he would oppose it. 

Our troops and veterans cannot afford un-
necessary delay, and they rightfully expect 
Congress to put their interests ahead of poli-
tics. It therefore is irresponsible to attach 
VA and military funding measures onto a do-
mestic spending bill which we know will get 
vetoed. Instead, we urge you to work with us 
in a bipartisan manner so we can quickly ad-
vance freestanding MilCon-VA and Defense 
appropriations bills for the President’s sig-
nature. 

It was addressed to Speaker PELOSI 
and Majority Leader REID, and in it 
they said that they were not going to 
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stand for this attempt to play politics, 
partisan politics, with funding for our 
Nation’s veterans. 

And so we all know what is going to 
happen if this measure passes out of 
this House. The Senate has the ability 
and 44 Members have signed this letter 
saying that they are going to, in fact, 
raise a point of order to prevent it from 
proceeding. 

Now, it was 2 months ago today, 
Madam Speaker, 2 months ago today 
that the Senate passed this appropria-
tion bill; and, unfortunately, the at-
tempt to get the resources necessary 
for our veterans is, in fact, being de-
nied. I think that it is absolutely rep-
rehensible that we would use them to 
try and pass a bill that we know the 
President of the United States has said 
he’s going to veto. 

So I suspect that just as we went 
through this debate on the State Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program meas-
ure, there will be some that say Repub-
licans are voting against providing re-
sources for our Nation’s veterans, and 
it’s the power of the majority here in 
the House. They can fashion things in 
such a way that that, in fact, can be 
described. They can characterize the 
vote that way. 

The veterans of this country aren’t 
going to buy it. The American people 
aren’t going to buy it. They know that 
games are being played with this very 
important funding measure. 

Madam Speaker, it is essential that 
we defeat this rule, make sure that we 
get a clean appropriation bill for our 
veterans to the President’s desk just as 
expeditiously as possible. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, it’s awfully difficult to listen 
to lectures from people who left 11 ap-
propriations measures on the table be-
fore the Democrats achieved the ma-
jority. 

I’m very pleased to yield 2 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. LOEBSACK). 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida, and 
I’m going to speak not to what was, 
but what is today and what should be 
in the future. 

I rise today in strong support of this 
conference agreement and the rule, es-
pecially the agreement’s increased 
funding for both the NIH and the vet-
erans health care system. 

I have seen firsthand the amazing ad-
vancements in research that are 
brought about through NIH funding. 
The University of Iowa’s per capita 
NIH research productivity is ranked 
sixth among public universities in this 
Nation. Their important work benefits 
both Iowa and the Nation. 

Unfortunately, over the past 5 years 
funding for the NIH has fallen behind 
biomedical inflation, and we all suffer 
from these setbacks as advancements 
in treatment and cures for cancer, dia-
betes, Alzheimer’s and many other dis-
eases are jeopardized. That’s why I 
strongly support the increased funding 
for the NIH and other health care pro-
grams in this conference report today. 

In recent years, important veterans 
health care funding has also fallen be-
hind. I could not be more proud that 
this conference report also includes the 
single largest increase in veterans 
funding in the VA’s 77-year history. 

By providing $37.2 billion for VA hos-
pitals and clinics, we will ensure that 
the VA has the resources and oversight 
necessary to ensure that veterans re-
ceive excellent health care, rehabilita-
tion services, and system-wide support. 
This funding will also provide research 
into the treatment of traumatic brain 
injuries and post-traumatic stress dis-
order, two devastating conditions that 
Iraq and Afghanistan veterans face all 
too frequently and will into the future. 

I strongly believe that bold action 
such as this conference report is nec-
essary to address our Nation’s and our 
veterans’ health care needs. Today, we 
are taking an important step forward. 
We are telling America that we have 
our priorities right, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this rule and the 
conference report. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I’m pleased to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER), the ranking mem-
ber of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my friend for yielding, and I was 
very sorry that my friend from Fort 
Lauderdale wouldn’t yield to me, and I 
would be happy to yield to him in a 
moment as I respond to the statement 
that he made just when I completed 
mine. 

He said that I was responsible for 
leaving 11 appropriations bills on the 
floor. He said that he got a lecture. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DREIER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

What I said was it was difficult to 
have lectures from people who left 11 
appropriations measures. I did not 
refer to you. 

Mr. DREIER. Well, I had just com-
pleted my statement, Madam Speaker, 
and the gentleman said getting lec-
tures from people, and I’d given a 5- or 
6-minute statement. So I don’t know, 
maybe it was an exaggeration for me to 
infer that the gentleman was referring 
to what I said when, in fact, I had 
served on the Rules Committee in a 
leadership position in the past several 
Congresses. So maybe I was wrong in 
interpreting that he was referring to 
my statement. 

But, Madam Speaker, let me say this: 
we know that the House of Representa-
tives did, in fact, pass out those appro-
priations bills. We worked in a bipar-
tisan way to make that happen. We had 
a friendly exchange with the distin-
guished Chair of the Committee on Ap-
propriations in which we characterized 
the Senate as the enemy and the other 
party as merely the opposition. 

The fact of the matter is we’ve had a 
real challenge in dealing with the Sen-

ate. We know that as we look at this 
measure we, in past Congresses, have, 
in fact, been successful at passing 
measures out of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

And I will say again that my friend 
referred to these lectures when, in fact, 
I began my remarks by pointing to the 
fact that we were promised a new day, 
and the fact is we’re getting much, 
much worse. We’re getting much worse 
than the behavior and the performance 
that my friend complained about of the 
past. 

So, Madam Speaker, I’ve got to say 
that playing politics with our Nation’s 
veterans is exactly what we’re going 
through right now, and I think it’s a 
very sad commentary. And I am grati-
fied, I’m very gratified, that our Na-
tion’s veterans organizations are recog-
nizing exactly what’s happening, and I 
thank my friend for yielding. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Talk 
about a big day, a big day is the day 
that veterans get an additional $7 bil-
lion and don’t have to stand in VA 
lines for months in order to receive 
their benefits. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Vermont, a member of the Rules Com-
mittee (Mr. WELCH). 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I thank my colleague from 
the Rules Committee. 

If a gentle breeze were to come into 
this room and dispel the fog of rhetoric 
that we’ve been listening to, we’d un-
derstand and return to the basic propo-
sition that’s quite simple, and that is, 
the budget of the United States Con-
gress reflects the priorities of the 
United States Congress. 

And what will be debated and the 
substance before the House is whether 
on the Labor-HHS budget we will ap-
propriate and spend 2 percent more 
than was recommended by the Presi-
dent of the United States. What will be 
debated and decided by this House of 
Representatives is whether we will ap-
prove and spend 4 percent more for 
military construction in overdue serv-
ices to our veterans. It comes to you 
from Chairs of subcommittees who are 
operating under the tight restrictions 
of pay-as-you-go budgeting that has 
been adopted by this new Congress 
after it had been abandoned by the pre-
vious Congresses. 

So what do the American people have 
to judge us by what we do? It’s this: 
first, we will pay for everything on a 
pay-as-you-go basis; second, when the 
President says that we’re spending 
more than he recommended on Labor- 
HHS and for our veterans, we plead 
guilty. We’re paying for it, but we’re 
doing it because we believe it’s overdue 
and it’s right. 

Think about the lack of investment 
that has occurred as a result of the 
clear priorities of the administration 
approved by previous Congresses: all 
Iraq all of the time and impoverishing 
our domestic programs, even as Ameri-
cans are struggling to make ends meet. 
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The Labor-HHS budget does a couple 

of things that are very straight-
forward. It makes a fundamental com-
mitment in the National Institutes of 
Health. It increases LIHEAP funding, 
Low Income Heating Assistance Pro-
gram. Is it needed? Oil is at $93 a gallon 
on a barrel. 

And on the veterans budget, this 
Congress has made a fundamental deci-
sion, and it’s very simple again. The 
cost of the war must include the cost of 
caring for the warrior. 

b 2030 

Yes, it’s true, this VA budget is the 
highest increase that we have had in 
the history of the VA. Why? It’s be-
cause it is absolutely necessary to 
meet the obligation we have to the 
men and women in uniform. 

We will have an opportunity to vote 
yes or no. We will have an opportunity 
to state explicitly and be judged by the 
American people as to what our prior-
ities are, and the priorities we have are 
to begin to renew our commitment to 
our veterans and to renew our commit-
ment to basic science and investment 
in the people of this country. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, how much time on 
both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Both 
sides have 12 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself 1 
minute. 

My friend from Vermont raised an 
issue on the issue of combining these 
bills and suggesting that they are paid 
for. If the pay-for that they are talking 
about is what was reflected in the 
budget document, then that will result 
over time in the largest tax increase on 
American citizens in the history of this 
country. If it is not the largest, it is 
the second largest. 

We will reserve the debate on that, 
because we are talking about appro-
priation process tonight, but we will 
reserve that debate for later on this 
week when there will be a tax extender 
bill coming to the floor. We can more 
fully debate how these pay-fors work. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California, a member of 
the Appropriations Committee, Mr. 
FARR. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this rule and in 
strong support of the underlying bills. 
I can’t believe what I am hearing here 
tonight, that people are talking about 
this being a bloated bill, that it’s a bill 
that games are being played. They talk 
about how much we love the veterans 
side of it, but we don’t like the Health 
and Human Services side. 

Ladies and gentlemen, you cannot 
have a veteran without having a fam-
ily, without having a home. 

This bill puts more money into the 
areas where the President cuts it. In an 
area where the oil is going to $100 a 

barrel, they oppose this bill because we 
give more money to LIHEAP for elder-
ly people and people who have low in-
comes to heat their homes in this win-
ter that is coming. 

They cut the budget for special ed, 
the President cut. We put it back in. 
We put in money for autism. We put in 
money for people for research, for 
strokes, for cancer, for Parkinson’s 
Disease. These things are related to 
veterans. 

You can’t stand a veteran alone. A 
veteran has a family. If that veteran’s 
family needs some help, by God, it’s 
the government’s responsibility to pro-
vide for that good public education and 
that great institute of health. That’s in 
this bill, education, health, labor, the 
essence of America, essential to having 
good veterans. 

Vote for the rule and for the bill. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman from Wis-
consin (Ms. MOORE). 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Madam 
Speaker, I was compelled to come to 
the well of the House here because I 
have listened very carefully to how we 
are sacrificing our troops for political 
stunts. We have been told that this 
bill, somehow, is unclean. I would sub-
mit that our troops have fought for an 
American quality of life that is re-
flected in this bill. 

As has been indicated, the National 
Institutes of Health is funded, Centers 
for Disease Control, substance abuse 
and mental health, Ryan White AIDS 
Programs, low-income heating energy 
programs, Healthy Start, Head Start, 
the Community Services Block Grant 
program, the Social Services Block 
Grant program, Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant, all of these un-
clean programs like foster care and 
adoption assistance, the TRIO pro-
gram, Historically Black Colleges and 
Universities, reading programs, school 
reform programs, programs that help 
our disabled and physically handi-
capped students, English language ac-
quisition programs, Safe and Drug-Free 
Schools, Supplemental Educational Op-
portunity Grants, Perkins Loans, Pell 
Grants. 

I would submit to you that those Ma-
rines and the Army, our soldiers are 
out there fighting for precisely these 
kinds of programs. This is a brilliant, 
brilliant joining of priorities. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 21⁄2 minutes to CHET 
EDWARDS from Texas. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, 
some of my Republican colleagues now 
say this bill is about politics. 

Let me respond, not with my words, 
let me respond using the words of the 
Disabled American Veterans, the DAV, 
in their press release issued today. The 

Disabled American Veterans, DAV, is 
commending lawmakers for approving 
a conference report that will provide 
the largest increase in funding for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs in its 
history. 

DAV now calls on Congress and the 
administration to support this impor-
tant legislation and to enact it by Vet-
erans Day. David Gorman, the Wash-
ington D.C. Headquarters executive di-
rector of DAV went on to say, and I 
quote, ‘‘This increase in veterans 
health care and other programs is espe-
cially welcome news at a time when 
our Nation is at war.’’ 

My Republican colleagues said we 
promised a new day under Democratic 
leadership. We have done that. We did 
promise a new day for veterans. After 
years of veterans health care and other 
programs struggling just to try to 
come close to keeping up with infla-
tion, we have authored the largest in-
crease in VA discretionary budget 
funding and health care funding in his-
tory. 

The most important step we took in 
that journey and in that new direction 
was on March 29 of this year. We passed 
the 2008 budget resolution which au-
thorized that largest increase in his-
tory for veterans health care and other 
benefits programs. 

Unfortunately, not one Republican, 
not one Republican in this House voted 
for that historic budget resolution that 
is now doing so much for our Nation’s 
veterans. 

The same Republicans who railed to-
night about our being 30 days late seem 
to fail to point out we have already in-
creased veterans health care and other 
funding levels by $5.2 billion. A lot bet-
ter record. It is certainly a new direc-
tion compared to last year, and the 
same colleagues who are complaining 
tonight didn’t pass the veterans bill. 

One last point, Republican colleagues 
are saying, because the President 
threatened to veto this bill that in-
cludes such great funding, important 
funding for our veterans, we ought to 
stop in our tracks. If I had done that as 
chairman of the VA Military Construc-
tion Subcommittee several months 
ago, our veterans would have lost $3.7 
billion, because at that time, and as 
late as August 27, the same administra-
tion wanted to veto this bill, said they 
didn’t need a dime more than the 
President asked for. That would have 
taken $3.7 billion out of VA health 
care, VA benefits, adding new VA case-
workers. We are in a new direction. 
That direction is good for our Nation’s 
veterans. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself 1 
minute. 

The distinguished gentleman of the 
subcommittee, the gentleman from 
Texas, made precisely my point, and he 
made the point that we have been say-
ing on this side. He made the point 
that my friend from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER) said. He talked about the ben-
efits of the veterans funding bill. 
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Mr. WICKER spent a great deal of time 

as ranking member saying how he 
worked hand in hand in a bipartisan 
basis, and all we are saying is that we 
know that bill has the votes to pass the 
Congress and be signed into law. I 
thank the gentleman for making the 
point, because that’s the point we are 
making. 

All we are saying is by linking these 
two bills together, you are going to 
prolong it because it’s going to be ve-
toed. I will be offering later on a mo-
tion to defeat the previous question so 
we can separate that. I hope the gen-
tleman will vote with us because now 
we can pass this bill that he extolled in 
such a very good way. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
my friend from Mississippi (Mr. WICK-
ER). 

Mr. WICKER. Madam Speaker, my 
friend from Texas, with whom I have 
worked closely and for whom I have 
the greatest regard, mentions proudly 
and properly this, the largest increase 
in veterans spending in history. 

I have to say that it does come on top 
of record spending increases for vet-
erans over the past 12 years. So, I take 
a second place to no one in my support 
and in defending our stewardship of the 
Veterans Administration over the past 
12 years. 

My friend quoted the DAV organiza-
tion. I am sure they support this bill. I 
am also sure, just like the American 
Legion and the Vets for Freedom, that 
they don’t want it delayed as this proc-
ess will do, and that’s why I urge a de-
feat of the previous question and of the 
rule. 

My friend says that not one Repub-
lican Member voted for the budget res-
olution. The budget resolution pro-
vided great funding for the veterans, 
but it also included the largest tax in-
crease in the history of this country, 
and that’s why Republicans voted 
against the budget resolution. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

I have to say that I am disappointed, 
as I mentioned and others have men-
tioned, that the Democrat leadership 
refuses to let the House consider the 
veterans spending bill, funding bill, 
separate from funding from the Depart-
ment of Labor, Health and Human 
Services and Education. 

This rule provides for the consider-
ation of one conference report that 
combines two separate spending bills 
that will be vetoed by the President, 
and that veto will be sustained. I be-
lieve Members of this House should 
have an opportunity to vote separately 
on these two distinct measures. 

Therefore, I will be asking my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous 
question so that I can amend the rule 
and allow a separate vote on each of 
the spending measures. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have the text of the amend-

ment and extraneous material inserted 
in the RECORD prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous question 
so we can separate this issue and vote 
‘‘no’’ on the rule if we do not prevail on 
our previous question so that the Con-
gress can pass a clean funding bill for 
our veterans. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

What we have heard from members of 
the minority regarding their opposi-
tion to American priorities is nothing 
new. After all, it was their manufac-
tured obstructionism in this body and 
the other that delayed this bill and has 
continued to delay the remaining ap-
propriations bills from being signed 
into law. 

Many of our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle announced that they 
would oppose this conference report 
long before it was ever written. The 
President, using his misdirected, ill- 
conceived and ideologically driven poli-
cies as justification, has been threat-
ening to veto this bill for literally 
months. 

Shame on them. Shame on them for 
refusing to support the malnourished 
and the sick. Shame on them for voting 
against providing energy assistance or 
for low-income families. Shame on 
them for voting against making it 
more affordable for kids to attend col-
lege and obtain an early childhood edu-
cation. Shame on them for not sup-
porting increased funding for military 
housing. 

Shame on them for passing measures 
and not funding them. Shame on them 
for opposing increased funding for vet-
erans health care. Shame on them for 
voting to send our troops into harm’s 
way but refusing to take care of them 
and their families when they got home. 
There is no smoke and mirrors here; 
there is no required reading between 
the lines and nuancing. This is a vote 
about priorities. Today’s vote on this 
conference report will be the most tell-
ing of them all. 

I ask my colleagues and vigorously 
urge them to support this rule and the 
underlying conference report. 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, the bill 
under consideration today represents the core 
of what the American people send us here to 
do. It invests in children’s health and encour-
ages our young people to serve their commu-
nities. It helps people train for the workplace 
and provides funding for crucial education pro-
grams. It represents the best of what govern-
ment by the people can do. 

That is why I am pleased to support the rule 
and the underlying legislation, Madam Speak-
er. I am particularly encouraged by the invest-
ments it makes in children’s health and in na-
tional service. 

Today’s appropriations package fully funds 
the National Children’s Study. This Study is a 
perfect example of the kinds of long-term 
health initiatives that the government is per-
fectly positioned to lead. 

It will examine 100,000 children from before 
birth to age 21. The data generated by the 
Children’s Study will help us develop cures for 
diseases like autism, asthma, childhood obe-
sity, and diabetes. 

The Children’s Study is the first of its kind, 
Madam Speaker. But we do not have to wait 
decades for the Study to change lives. In just 
a few short years, it will begin generating use-
ful data on premature birth, common birth de-
fects, and prenatal links to autism. 

I am pleased that today’s appropriations 
package invests so wisely in the National Chil-
dren’s Study, and I urge all my colleagues to 
support it as a result. 

Madam Speaker, the conferees also recog-
nized the importance of our National Service 
Programs. Over the last few years, service 
members have provided humanitarian and 
educational assistance to the victims of Hurri-
canes Katrina, Rita, and Wilma. More recently, 
they have offered their services to help calm 
the wildfires that have devastated my home 
State of California. 

I am pleased that the conferees appro-
priated high funding levels to help sustain and 
grow our service programs. National Civilian 
Community Corps received over $24 million in 
funding. Currently, there are only three of 
these campuses in our Nation, and I am glad 
that this funding will help build two new cam-
puses. 

I am also pleased to see that the other im-
portant programs—like Learn and Serve 
America, Volunteers in Service to America and 
AmeriCorps State and National programs—all 
received high levels of funding. These Na-
tional Service Programs are essential to the 
health of our communities and Nation. 

Madam Speaker, today’s legislation is about 
making our priorities clear. Protecting chil-
dren’s health and encouraging national service 
are not choices we have as Members of Con-
gress. They are responsibilities. I am pleased 
that today’s legislation fulfills our collective re-
sponsibilities as representatives of the people. 

I urge my colleagues to support the rule and 
the underlying legislation. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. HASTINGS of Washington is as 
follows: 

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 794 
OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF WASHINGTON 
At the end of section 1, insert ‘‘It shall be 

in order for a separate vote to be had upon 
demand on that portion of the conference re-
port consisting of Division B.’’. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
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the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information from 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.) 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present 
and make the point of order that a 
quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the 
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min-
imum time for any electronic vote on 

the question of adoption of the resolu-
tion. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays 
183, not voting 31, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1047] 

YEAS—218 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—183 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 

Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 

Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 

Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 

Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 

Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—31 

Baird 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 

Fossella 
Gordon 
Gutierrez 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
LaHood 
McCrery 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 

Paul 
Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Rogers (MI) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (OH) 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

b 2108 

Mr. TIAHRT and Mr. CHABOT 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 216, nays 
182, not voting 34, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1048] 

YEAS—216 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 

Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
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Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 

Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—182 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 

Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 

King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 

Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 

Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—34 

Baird 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Fossella 

Giffords 
Gordon 
Gutierrez 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
LaHood 
McCrery 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 
Paul 

Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rush 
Tancredo 
Tiberi 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (OH) 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 2115 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, on Tuesday, November 6, 
2007, I could not be present for rollcall votes 
1047 and 1048 due to a previous commitment 
to district related business. 

Had I been present, I would have cast the 
following votes: ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1047 
and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1048. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 1429, IMPROVING HEAD 
START ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees: 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
KILDEE, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LINDA T. 
ŚANCHEZ of California, Messrs. SAR-
BANES, SESTAK, LOEBSACK, Ms. HIRONO, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Messrs. MCKEON, 
CASTLE, FORTUO, BISHOP of Utah, KEL-
LER of Florida, WILSON of South Caro-
lina, BOUSTANY, and HELLER of Nevada. 

There was no objection. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3688, UNITED STATES-PERU 
TRADE PROMOTION AGREEMENT 
IMPLEMENTATION ACT 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 110–432) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 801) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3688) to 
implement the United States-Peru 
Trade Promotion Agreement, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3355, HOMEOWNERS’ DE-
FENSE ACT OF 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 110–433) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 802) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3355) to 
ensure the availability and afford-
ability of homeowners’ insurance cov-
erage for catastrophic events, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 3222, 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008 

Mr. MURTHA submitted the fol-
lowing conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H.R. 3222) making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 110–434) 
The committee of conference on the dis-

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
3222) ‘‘making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes’’, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do rec-
ommend to their respective Houses as fol-
lows: 

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert: 

SECTION 1. TABLE OF CONTENTS 
The table of contents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Table of contents. 
Sec. 2. References. 
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, 

2008 
Title I—Military Personnel 
Title II—Operation and Maintenance 
Title III—Procurement 
Title IV—Research, Development, Test and 

Evaluation 
Title V—Revolving and Management Funds 
Title VI—Other Department of Defense Pro-

grams 
Title VII—Related Agencies 
Title VIII—General Provisions 

DIVISION B—FURTHER CONTINUING 
APPROPRIATIONS, 2008 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 
Except as expressly provided otherwise, any 

reference to ‘‘this Act’’ contained in any divi-
sion of this Act shall be treated as referencing 
only to the provisions of that division. 
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DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

That the following sums are appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2008, for military functions administered by 
the Department of Defense and for other pur-
poses, namely: 

TITLE I 
MILITARY PERSONNEL 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, ARMY 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, sub-

sistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, perma-
nent change of station travel (including all ex-
penses thereof for organizational movements), 
and expenses of temporary duty travel between 
permanent duty stations, for members of the 
Army on active duty, (except members of reserve 
components provided for elsewhere), cadets, and 
aviation cadets; for members of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps; and for payments pursu-
ant to section 156 of Public Law 97–377, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$31,535,016,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, sub-

sistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, perma-
nent change of station travel (including all ex-
penses thereof for organizational movements), 
and expenses of temporary duty travel between 
permanent duty stations, for members of the 
Army on active duty, (except members of reserve 
components provided for elsewhere), cadets, and 
aviation cadets; for members of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps; and for payments pursu-
ant to section 156 of Public Law 97–377, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$31,535,016,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, sub-

sistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, perma-
nent change of station travel (including all ex-
penses thereof for organizational movements), 
and expenses of temporary duty travel between 
permanent duty stations, for members of the 
Navy on active duty (except members of the Re-
serve provided for elsewhere), midshipmen, and 
aviation cadets; for members of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps; and for payments pursu-
ant to section 156 of Public Law 97–377, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$23,318,476,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, sub-

sistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, perma-
nent change of station travel (including all ex-
penses thereof for organizational movements), 
and expenses of temporary duty travel between 
permanent duty stations, for members of the 
Marine Corps on active duty (except members of 
the Reserve provided for elsewhere); and for 
payments pursuant to section 156 of Public Law 
97–377, as amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to 
the Department of Defense Military Retirement 
Fund, $10,280,180,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, sub-

sistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, perma-
nent change of station travel (including all ex-
penses thereof for organizational movements), 
and expenses of temporary duty travel between 
permanent duty stations, for members of the Air 
Force on active duty (except members of reserve 
components provided for elsewhere), cadets, and 
aviation cadets; for members of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps; and for payments pursu-
ant to section 156 of Public Law 97–377, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$24,194,914,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, ARMY 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for per-

sonnel of the Army Reserve on active duty 
under sections 10211, 10302, and 3038 of title 10, 
United States Code, or while serving on active 
duty under section 12301(d) of title 10, United 
States Code, in connection with performing duty 
specified in section 12310(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, or while undergoing reserve train-
ing, or while performing drills or equivalent 
duty or other duty, and expenses authorized by 
section 16131 of title 10, United States Code; and 
for payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $3,684,610,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, NAVY 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for per-
sonnel of the Navy Reserve on active duty under 
section 10211 of title 10, United States Code, or 
while serving on active duty under section 
12301(d) of title 10, United States Code, in con-
nection with performing duty specified in sec-
tion 12310(a) of title 10, United States Code, or 
while undergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty, and expenses 
authorized by section 16131 of title 10, United 
States Code; and for payments to the Depart-
ment of Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$1,790,136,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for per-
sonnel of the Marine Corps Reserve on active 
duty under section 10211 of title 10, United 
States Code, or while serving on active duty 
under section 12301(d) of title 10, United States 
Code, in connection with performing duty speci-
fied in section 12310(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, or while undergoing reserve training, or 
while performing drills or equivalent duty, and 
for members of the Marine Corps platoon leaders 
class, and expenses authorized by section 16131 
of title 10, United States Code; and for payments 
to the Department of Defense Military Retire-
ment Fund, $583,108,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for per-
sonnel of the Air Force Reserve on active duty 
under sections 10211, 10305, and 8038 of title 10, 
United States Code, or while serving on active 
duty under section 12301(d) of title 10, United 
States Code, in connection with performing duty 
specified in section 12310(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, or while undergoing reserve train-
ing, or while performing drills or equivalent 
duty or other duty, and expenses authorized by 
section 16131 of title 10, United States Code; and 
for payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $1,363,779,000. 

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, ARMY 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for per-
sonnel of the Army National Guard while on 
duty under section 10211, 10302, or 12402 of title 
10 or section 708 of title 32, United States Code, 
or while serving on duty under section 12301(d) 
of title 10 or section 502(f) of title 32, United 
States Code, in connection with performing duty 
specified in section 12310(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, or while undergoing training, or 
while performing drills or equivalent duty or 
other duty, and expenses authorized by section 
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for 
payments to the Department of Defense Military 
Retirement Fund, $5,924,699,000. 

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for per-
sonnel of the Air National Guard on duty under 
section 10211, 10305, or 12402 of title 10 or section 
708 of title 32, United States Code, or while serv-
ing on duty under section 12301(d) of title 10 or 
section 502(f) of title 32, United States Code, in 
connection with performing duty specified in 
section 12310(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
or while undergoing training, or while per-

forming drills or equivalent duty or other duty, 
and expenses authorized by section 16131 of title 
10, United States Code; and for payments to the 
Department of Defense Military Retirement 
Fund, $2,617,319,000. 

TITLE II 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance of the 
Army, as authorized by law; and not to exceed 
$11,478,000 can be used for emergencies and ex-
traordinary expenses, to be expended on the ap-
proval or authority of the Secretary of the 
Army, and payments may be made on his certifi-
cate of necessity for confidential military pur-
poses, $27,361,574,000: Provided, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, up to 
$12,500,000 may be transferred to ‘‘U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Operation and Mainte-
nance’’ for expenses related to the dredging of 
the Hudson River Channel and its adjacent 
areas, to be merged with and to be available for 
the same time period as the appropriations to 
which transferred: Provided further, That the 
transfer authority provided in this paragraph 
shall be in addition to any other transfer au-
thority elsewhere provided in this Act. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance of the 
Navy and the Marine Corps, as authorized by 
law; and not to exceed $6,257,000 can be used for 
emergencies and extraordinary expenses, to be 
expended on the approval or authority of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and payments may be 
made on his certificate of necessity for confiden-
tial military purposes, $33,087,650,000. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance of the 
Marine Corps, as authorized by law, 
$4,792,211,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance of the 
Air Force, as authorized by law; and not to ex-
ceed $7,699,000 can be used for emergencies and 
extraordinary expenses, to be expended on the 
approval or authority of the Secretary of the Air 
Force, and payments may be made on his certifi-
cate of necessity for confidential military pur-
poses, $32,176,162,000. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance of ac-
tivities and agencies of the Department of De-
fense (other than the military departments), as 
authorized by law, $22,693,617,000: Provided, 
That not more than $25,000,000 may be used for 
the Combatant Commander Initiative Fund au-
thorized under section 166a of title 10, United 
States Code: Provided further, That not to ex-
ceed $36,000,000 can be used for emergencies and 
extraordinary expenses, to be expended on the 
approval or authority of the Secretary of De-
fense, and payments may be made on his certifi-
cate of necessity for confidential military pur-
poses: Provided further, That of the funds pro-
vided under this heading, not less than 
$27,380,000 shall be made available for the Pro-
curement Technical Assistance Cooperative 
Agreement Program, of which not less than 
$3,600,000 shall be available for centers defined 
in 10 U.S.C. 2411(1)(D): Provided further, That 
of the funds provided under this heading, not 
less than $582,643,000 shall be available only for 
the Combatant Commander’s Exercise Engage-
ment and Training Transformation program: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this Act 
may be used to plan or implement the consolida-
tion of a budget or appropriations liaison office 
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of the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the of-
fice of the Secretary of a military department, or 
the service headquarters of one of the Armed 
Forces into a legislative affairs or legislative li-
aison office: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing section 130(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, not less than $41,293,000 shall be available 
for the Office of the Undersecretary of Defense, 
Comptroller and Chief Financial Officer: Pro-
vided further, That $4,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, is available only for ex-
penses relating to certain classified activities, 
and may be transferred as necessary by the Sec-
retary to operation and maintenance appropria-
tions or research, development, test and evalua-
tion appropriations, to be merged with and to be 
available for the same time period as the appro-
priations to which transferred: Provided fur-
ther, That any ceiling on the investment item 
unit cost of items that may be purchased with 
operation and maintenance funds shall not 
apply to the funds described in the preceding 
proviso: Provided further, That of the funds 
provided under this heading, $247,000,000 shall 
be available for National Guard support to the 
Department of Homeland Security, including 
operating surveillance systems, analyzing intel-
ligence, installing fences and vehicle barriers, 
building patrol roads, and providing training: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of Defense 
may transfer the funds described in the pre-
ceding proviso to appropriations for military 
personnel, operation and maintenance, and pro-
curement to be available for the same purposes 
as the appropriation or fund to which trans-
ferred, and that upon a determination that all 
or part of the funds so transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the purposes 
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation, to be merged 
with and made available for the same purposes 
and for the time period provided under this 
heading: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Defense shall, not more than five days after 
making transfers from this appropriation for the 
purpose of support to the Department of Home-
land Security, notify the congressional defense 
committees in writing of any such transfer: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority pro-
vided under this heading is in addition to any 
other transfer authority provided elsewhere in 
this Act. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY RESERVE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance, in-
cluding training, organization, and administra-
tion, of the Army Reserve; repair of facilities 
and equipment; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
travel and transportation; care of the dead; re-
cruiting; procurement of services, supplies, and 
equipment; and communications, $2,510,022,000. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance, in-
cluding training, organization, and administra-
tion, of the Navy Reserve; repair of facilities 
and equipment; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
travel and transportation; care of the dead; re-
cruiting; procurement of services, supplies, and 
equipment; and communications, $1,148,083,000. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 

RESERVE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the operation and maintenance, in-
cluding training, organization, and administra-
tion, of the Marine Corps Reserve; repair of fa-
cilities and equipment; hire of passenger motor 
vehicles; travel and transportation; care of the 
dead; recruiting; procurement of services, sup-
plies, and equipment; and communications, 
$208,637,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 
RESERVE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-
essary for the operation and maintenance, in-
cluding training, organization, and administra-

tion, of the Air Force Reserve; repair of facilities 
and equipment; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
travel and transportation; care of the dead; re-
cruiting; procurement of services, supplies, and 
equipment; and communications, $2,815,417,000. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY NATIONAL 

GUARD 
For expenses of training, organizing, and ad-

ministering the Army National Guard, including 
medical and hospital treatment and related ex-
penses in non-Federal hospitals; maintenance, 
operation, and repairs to structures and facili-
ties; hire of passenger motor vehicles; personnel 
services in the National Guard Bureau; travel 
expenses (other than mileage), as authorized by 
law for Army personnel on active duty, for 
Army National Guard division, regimental, and 
battalion commanders while inspecting units in 
compliance with National Guard Bureau regula-
tions when specifically authorized by the Chief, 
National Guard Bureau; supplying and equip-
ping the Army National Guard as authorized by 
law; and expenses of repair, modification, main-
tenance, and issue of supplies and equipment 
(including aircraft), $5,764,858,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL 
GUARD 

For expenses of training, organizing, and ad-
ministering the Air National Guard, including 
medical and hospital treatment and related ex-
penses in non-Federal hospitals; maintenance, 
operation, and repairs to structures and facili-
ties; transportation of things, hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; supplying and equipping the Air 
National Guard, as authorized by law; expenses 
for repair, modification, maintenance, and issue 
of supplies and equipment, including those fur-
nished from stocks under the control of agencies 
of the Department of Defense; travel expenses 
(other than mileage) on the same basis as au-
thorized by law for Air National Guard per-
sonnel on active Federal duty, for Air National 
Guard commanders while inspecting units in 
compliance with National Guard Bureau regula-
tions when specifically authorized by the Chief, 
National Guard Bureau, $5,468,710,000. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
ARMED FORCES 

For salaries and expenses necessary for the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Armed 
Forces, $11,971,000, of which not to exceed $5,000 
may be used for official representation purposes. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Army, $439,879,000, 
to remain available until transferred: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Army shall, upon de-
termining that such funds are required for envi-
ronmental restoration, reduction and recycling 
of hazardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris of the Department of the Army, or 
for similar purposes, transfer the funds made 
available by this appropriation to other appro-
priations made available to the Department of 
the Army, to be merged with and to be available 
for the same purposes and for the same time pe-
riod as the appropriations to which transferred: 
Provided further, That upon a determination 
that all or part of the funds transferred from 
this appropriation are not necessary for the pur-
poses provided herein, such amounts may be 
transferred back to this appropriation: Provided 
further, That the transfer authority provided 
under this heading is in addition to any other 
transfer authority provided elsewhere in this 
Act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Navy, $300,591,000, 
to remain available until transferred: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Navy shall, upon de-
termining that such funds are required for envi-
ronmental restoration, reduction and recycling 
of hazardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris of the Department of the Navy, or for 

similar purposes, transfer the funds made avail-
able by this appropriation to other appropria-
tions made available to the Department of the 
Navy, to be merged with and to be available for 
the same purposes and for the same time period 
as the appropriations to which transferred: Pro-
vided further, That upon a determination that 
all or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the purposes 
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation: Provided fur-
ther, That the transfer authority provided 
under this heading is in addition to any other 
transfer authority provided elsewhere in this 
Act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Air Force, 
$458,428,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the Air 
Force shall, upon determining that such funds 
are required for environmental restoration, re-
duction and recycling of hazardous waste, re-
moval of unsafe buildings and debris of the De-
partment of the Air Force, or for similar pur-
poses, transfer the funds made available by this 
appropriation to other appropriations made 
available to the Department of the Air Force, to 
be merged with and to be available for the same 
purposes and for the same time period as the ap-
propriations to which transferred: Provided fur-
ther, That upon a determination that all or part 
of the funds transferred from this appropriation 
are not necessary for the purposes provided 
herein, such amounts may be transferred back 
to this appropriation: Provided further, That 
the transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer author-
ity provided elsewhere in this Act. 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE-WIDE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the Department of Defense, $12,751,000, to 

remain available until transferred: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Defense shall, upon deter-
mining that such funds are required for envi-
ronmental restoration, reduction and recycling 
of hazardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris of the Department of Defense, or for 
similar purposes, transfer the funds made avail-
able by this appropriation to other appropria-
tions made available to the Department of De-
fense, to be merged with and to be available for 
the same purposes and for the same time period 
as the appropriations to which transferred: Pro-
vided further, That upon a determination that 
all or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the purposes 
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation: Provided fur-
ther, That the transfer authority provided 
under this heading is in addition to any other 
transfer authority provided elsewhere in this 
Act. 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, FORMERLY USED 

DEFENSE SITES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Army, $280,249,000, 
to remain available until transferred: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Army shall, upon de-
termining that such funds are required for envi-
ronmental restoration, reduction and recycling 
of hazardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris at sites formerly used by the Depart-
ment of Defense, transfer the funds made avail-
able by this appropriation to other appropria-
tions made available to the Department of the 
Army, to be merged with and to be available for 
the same purposes and for the same time period 
as the appropriations to which transferred: Pro-
vided further, That upon a determination that 
all or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the purposes 
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation: Provided fur-
ther, That the transfer authority provided 
under this heading is in addition to any other 
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transfer authority provided elsewhere in this 
Act. 
OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, AND CIVIC 

AID 
For expenses relating to the Overseas Human-

itarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid programs of the 
Department of Defense (consisting of the pro-
grams provided under sections 401, 402, 404, 407, 
2557, and 2561 of title 10, United States Code), 
$103,300,000, of which $63,300,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009, and of which 
$40,000,000 shall be available solely for foreign 
disaster relief and response activities and shall 
remain available until September 30, 2010. 

FORMER SOVIET UNION THREAT REDUCTION 
ACCOUNT 

For assistance to the republics of the former 
Soviet Union, including assistance provided by 
contract or by grants, for facilitating the elimi-
nation and the safe and secure transportation 
and storage of nuclear, chemical and other 
weapons; for establishing programs to prevent 
the proliferation of weapons, weapons compo-
nents, and weapon-related technology and ex-
pertise; for programs relating to the training 
and support of defense and military personnel 
for demilitarization and protection of weapons, 
weapons components and weapons technology 
and expertise, and for defense and military con-
tacts, $428,048,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010: Provided, That of the amounts 
provided under this heading, $12,000,000 shall be 
available only to support the dismantling and 
disposal of nuclear submarines, submarine reac-
tor components, and security enhancements for 
transport and storage of nuclear warheads in 
the Russian Far East. 

TITLE III 
PROCUREMENT 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, production, 

modification, and modernization of aircraft, 
equipment, including ordnance, ground han-
dling equipment, spare parts, and accessories 
therefor; specialized equipment and training de-
vices; expansion of public and private plants, 
including the land necessary therefor, for the 
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; 
and procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and pri-
vate plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing pur-
poses, $4,185,778,000, to remain available for ob-
ligation until September 30, 2010. 

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, production, 

modification, and modernization of missiles, 
equipment, including ordnance, ground han-
dling equipment, spare parts, and accessories 
therefor; specialized equipment and training de-
vices; expansion of public and private plants, 
including the land necessary therefor, for the 
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; 
and procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and pri-
vate plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing pur-
poses, $1,911,979,000, to remain available for ob-
ligation until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED 
COMBAT VEHICLES, ARMY 

For construction, procurement, production, 
and modification of weapons and tracked com-
bat vehicles, equipment, including ordnance, 
spare parts, and accessories therefor; specialized 
equipment and training devices; expansion of 
public and private plants, including the land 
necessary therefor, for the foregoing purposes, 
and such lands and interests therein, may be ac-

quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement and 
installation of equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools in public and private plants; reserve 
plant and Government and contractor-owned 
equipment layaway; and other expenses nec-
essary for the foregoing purposes, $3,021,889,000, 
to remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, production, 

and modification of ammunition, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and train-
ing devices; expansion of public and private 
plants, including ammunition facilities, author-
ized by section 2854 of title 10, United States 
Code, and the land necessary therefor, for the 
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; 
and procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and pri-
vate plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing pur-
poses, $2,223,176,000, to remain available for ob-
ligation until September 30, 2010. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, production, 

and modification of vehicles, including tactical, 
support, and non-tracked combat vehicles; the 
purchase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; and the purchase of 3 vehicles 
required for physical security of personnel, not-
withstanding price limitations applicable to pas-
senger vehicles but not to exceed $255,000 per ve-
hicle; communications and electronic equipment; 
other support equipment; spare parts, ordnance, 
and accessories therefor; specialized equipment 
and training devices; expansion of public and 
private plants, including the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and such 
lands and interests therein, may be acquired, 
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to ap-
proval of title; and procurement and installation 
of equipment, appliances, and machine tools in 
public and private plants; reserve plant and 
Government and contractor-owned equipment 
layaway; and other expenses necessary for the 
foregoing purposes, $11,428,027,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
For construction, procurement, production, 

modification, and modernization of aircraft, 
equipment, including ordnance, spare parts, 
and accessories therefor; specialized equipment; 
expansion of public and private plants, includ-
ing the land necessary therefor, and such lands 
and interests therein, may be acquired, and con-
struction prosecuted thereon prior to approval 
of title; and procurement and installation of 
equipment, appliances, and machine tools in 
public and private plants; reserve plant and 
Government and contractor-owned equipment 
layaway, $12,464,284,000, to remain available for 
obligation until September 30, 2010. 

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
For construction, procurement, production, 

modification, and modernization of missiles, tor-
pedoes, other weapons, and related support 
equipment including spare parts, and acces-
sories therefor; expansion of public and private 
plants, including the land necessary therefor, 
and such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement and 
installation of equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools in public and private plants; reserve 
plant and Government and contractor-owned 
equipment layaway, $3,113,987,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY AND 
MARINE CORPS 

For construction, procurement, production, 
and modification of ammunition, and acces-

sories therefor; specialized equipment and train-
ing devices; expansion of public and private 
plants, including ammunition facilities, author-
ized by section 2854 of title 10, United States 
Code, and the land necessary therefor, for the 
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; 
and procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and pri-
vate plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing pur-
poses, $1,064,432,000, to remain available for ob-
ligation until September 30, 2010. 

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY 
For expenses necessary for the construction, 

acquisition, or conversion of vessels as author-
ized by law, including armor and armament 
thereof, plant equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools and installation thereof in public 
and private plants; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment layaway; 
procurement of critical, long leadtime compo-
nents and designs for vessels to be constructed 
or converted in the future; and expansion of 
public and private plants, including land nec-
essary therefor, and such lands and interests 
therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title, as 
follows: 

Carrier Replacement Program, $2,703,953,000; 
Carrier Replacement Program (AP), 

$124,401,000; 
NSSN, $1,796,191,000; 
NSSN (AP), $1,290,710,000; 
CVN Refuelings (AP), $297,344,000; 
SSBN Submarine Refuelings, $187,652,000; 
SSBN Submarine Refuelings (AP), $42,744,000; 
DDG–1000 Program, $2,776,477,000; 
DDG–1000 Program (AP), $150,886,000; 
DDG–51 Destroyer, $48,078,000; 
Littoral Combat Ship, $339,482,000; 
LPD–17, $1,391,922,000; 
LPD–17 (AP), $50,000,000; 
LHA–R, $1,375,414,000; 
LCAC Service Life Extension Program, 

$98,518,000; 
Prior year shipbuilding costs, $511,474,000; 
Service Craft, $32,903,000; and 
For outfitting, post delivery, conversions, and 

first destination transportation, $379,811,000. 
In all: $13,597,960,000, to remain available for 

obligation until September 30, 2012: Provided, 
That additional obligations may be incurred 
after September 30, 2012, for engineering serv-
ices, tests, evaluations, and other such budgeted 
work that must be performed in the final stage 
of ship construction: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided under this heading 
for the construction or conversion of any naval 
vessel to be constructed in shipyards in the 
United States shall be expended in foreign fa-
cilities for the construction of major components 
of such vessel: Provided further, That none of 
the funds provided under this heading shall be 
used for the construction of any naval vessel in 
foreign shipyards. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
For procurement, production, and moderniza-

tion of support equipment and materials not 
otherwise provided for, Navy ordnance (except 
ordnance for new aircraft, new ships, and ships 
authorized for conversion); the purchase of pas-
senger motor vehicles for replacement only, and 
the purchase of 10 vehicles required for physical 
security of personnel, notwithstanding price 
limitations applicable to passenger vehicles but 
not to exceed $255,000 per vehicle; expansion of 
public and private plants, including the land 
necessary therefor, and such lands and interests 
therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; 
and procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and pri-
vate plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway, 
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$5,317,570,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 
For expenses necessary for the procurement, 

manufacture, and modification of missiles, ar-
mament, military equipment, spare parts, and 
accessories therefor; plant equipment, appli-
ances, and machine tools, and installation 
thereof in public and private plants; reserve 
plant and Government and contractor-owned 
equipment layaway; vehicles for the Marine 
Corps, including the purchase of passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only; and expan-
sion of public and private plants, including land 
necessary therefor, and such lands and interests 
therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title, 
$2,326,619,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2010. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
For construction, procurement, and modifica-

tion of aircraft and equipment, including armor 
and armament, specialized ground handling 
equipment, and training devices, spare parts, 
and accessories therefor; specialized equipment; 
expansion of public and private plants, Govern-
ment-owned equipment and installation thereof 
in such plants, erection of structures, and ac-
quisition of land, for the foregoing purposes, 
and such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; reserve plant and Gov-
ernment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the 
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $12,021,900,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
For construction, procurement, and modifica-

tion of missiles, spacecraft, rockets, and related 
equipment, including spare parts and acces-
sories therefor, ground handling equipment, and 
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, Government-owned equipment and 
installation thereof in such plants, erection of 
structures, and acquisition of land, for the fore-
going purposes, and such lands and interests 
therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; re-
serve plant and Government and contractor- 
owned equipment layaway; and other expenses 
necessary for the foregoing purposes including 
rents and transportation of things, 
$4,985,459,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE 
For construction, procurement, production, 

and modification of ammunition, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and train-
ing devices; expansion of public and private 
plants, including ammunition facilities, author-
ized by section 2854 of title 10, United States 
Code, and the land necessary therefor, for the 
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; 
and procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and pri-
vate plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing pur-
poses, $754,117,000, to remain available for obli-
gation until September 30, 2010. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
For procurement and modification of equip-

ment (including ground guidance and electronic 
control equipment, and ground electronic and 
communication equipment), and supplies, mate-
rials, and spare parts therefor, not otherwise 
provided for; the purchase of passenger motor 
vehicles for replacement only, and the purchase 
of 2 vehicles required for physical security of 
personnel, notwithstanding price limitations ap-
plicable to passenger vehicles but not to exceed 
$255,000 per vehicle; lease of passenger motor ve-

hicles; and expansion of public and private 
plants, Government-owned equipment and in-
stallation thereof in such plants, erection of 
structures, and acquisition of land, for the fore-
going purposes, and such lands and interests 
therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon, prior to approval of title; re-
serve plant and Government and contractor- 
owned equipment layaway, $15,440,594,000, to 
remain available for obligation until September 
30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 
For expenses of activities and agencies of the 

Department of Defense (other than the military 
departments) necessary for procurement, pro-
duction, and modification of equipment, sup-
plies, materials, and spare parts therefor, not 
otherwise provided for; the purchase of pas-
senger motor vehicles for replacement only, and 
the purchase of 5 vehicles required for physical 
security of personnel, notwithstanding prior 
limitations applicable to passenger vehicles but 
not to exceed $255,000 per vehicle; expansion of 
public and private plants, equipment, and in-
stallation thereof in such plants, erection of 
structures, and acquisition of land for the fore-
going purposes, and such lands and interests 
therein, may be acquired, and construction 
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title; re-
serve plant and Government and contractor- 
owned equipment layaway, $3,269,035,000, to re-
main available for obligation until September 30, 
2010. 

NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE EQUIPMENT 
For procurement of aircraft, missiles, tracked 

combat vehicles, ammunition, other weapons, 
and other procurement for the reserve compo-
nents of the Armed Forces, $980,000,000, to re-
main available for obligation until September 30, 
2010: Provided, That the Chiefs of the Reserve 
and National Guard components shall, not later 
than 30 days after the enactment of this Act, in-
dividually submit to the congressional defense 
committees the modernization priority assess-
ment for their respective Reserve or National 
Guard component. 

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT PURCHASES 
For activities by the Department of Defense 

pursuant to sections 108, 301, 302, and 303 of the 
Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 
2078, 2091, 2092, and 2093), $94,792,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

TITLE IV 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 

EVALUATION 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 

EVALUATION, ARMY 
For expenses necessary for basic and applied 

scientific research, development, test and eval-
uation, including maintenance, rehabilitation, 
lease, and operation of facilities and equipment, 
$12,126,591,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2009. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, NAVY 

For expenses necessary for basic and applied 
scientific research, development, test and eval-
uation, including maintenance, rehabilitation, 
lease, and operation of facilities and equipment, 
$17,918,522,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2009: Provided, That 
funds appropriated in this paragraph which are 
available for the V–22 may be used to meet 
unique operational requirements of the Special 
Operations Forces: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated in this paragraph shall be avail-
able for the Cobra Judy program. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, AIR FORCE 

For expenses necessary for basic and applied 
scientific research, development, test and eval-
uation, including maintenance, rehabilitation, 
lease, and operation of facilities and equipment, 
$26,255,471,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2009. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE 

For expenses of activities and agencies of the 
Department of Defense (other than the military 
departments), necessary for basic and applied 
scientific research, development, test and eval-
uation; advanced research projects as may be 
designated and determined by the Secretary of 
Defense, pursuant to law; maintenance, reha-
bilitation, lease, and operation of facilities and 
equipment, $20,790,634,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2009. 
OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION, DEFENSE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary for the independent activities of the Di-
rector, Operational Test and Evaluation, in the 
direction and supervision of operational test 
and evaluation, including initial operational 
test and evaluation which is conducted prior to, 
and in support of, production decisions; joint 
operational testing and evaluation; and admin-
istrative expenses in connection therewith, 
$180,264,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2009. 

TITLE V 
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 

DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS 
For the Defense Working Capital Funds, 

$1,352,746,000. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 

For National Defense Sealift Fund programs, 
projects, and activities, and for expenses of the 
National Defense Reserve Fleet, as established 
by section 11 of the Merchant Ship Sales Act of 
1946 (50 U.S.C. App. 1744), and for the necessary 
expenses to maintain and preserve a U.S.-flag 
merchant fleet to serve the national security 
needs of the United States, $1,349,094,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds provided in this paragraph 
shall be used to award a new contract that pro-
vides for the acquisition of any of the following 
major components unless such components are 
manufactured in the United States: auxiliary 
equipment, including pumps, for all shipboard 
services; propulsion system components (that is, 
engines, reduction gears, and propellers); ship-
board cranes; and spreaders for shipboard 
cranes: Provided further, That the exercise of 
an option in a contract awarded through the 
obligation of previously appropriated funds 
shall not be considered to be the award of a new 
contract: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of the military department responsible for such 
procurement may waive the restrictions in the 
first proviso on a case-by-case basis by certi-
fying in writing to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate that adequate domestic supplies are 
not available to meet Department of Defense re-
quirements on a timely basis and that such an 
acquisition must be made in order to acquire ca-
pability for national security purposes. 

TITLE VI 
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

PROGRAMS 
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, for 
medical and health care programs of the De-
partment of Defense, as authorized by law, 
$23,458,692,000, of which $22,559,501,000 shall be 
for operation and maintenance, of which not to 
exceed one percent shall remain available until 
September 30, 2009, and of which up to 
$11,424,799,000 may be available for contracts 
entered into under the TRICARE program; of 
which $362,861,000, to remain available for obli-
gation until September 30, 2010, shall be for pro-
curement; and of which $536,330,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2009, 
shall be for research, development, test and 
evaluation: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, of the amount made 
available under this heading for research, devel-
opment, test and evaluation, not less than 
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$8,000,000 shall be available for HIV prevention 
educational activities undertaken in connection 
with U.S. military training, exercises, and hu-
manitarian assistance activities conducted pri-
marily in African nations. 

CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS 
DESTRUCTION, DEFENSE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-
essary for the destruction of the United States 
stockpile of lethal chemical agents and muni-
tions, to include construction of facilities, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section 1412 of 
the Department of Defense Authorization Act, 
1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521), and for the destruction of 
other chemical warfare materials that are not in 
the chemical weapon stockpile, $1,512,724,000, of 
which $1,181,500,000 shall be for operation and 
maintenance; $18,424,000 shall be for procure-
ment, to remain available until September 30, 
2010; $312,800,000 shall be for research, develop-
ment, test and evaluation, of which $302,900,000 
shall only be for the Assembled Chemical Weap-
ons Alternatives (ACWA) program, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009; and no less 
than $124,618,000 shall be for the Chemical 
Stockpile Emergency Preparedness Program, of 
which $36,373,000 shall be for activities on mili-
tary installations and of which $88,245,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009, shall 
be to assist State and local governments. 

DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG 
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For drug interdiction and counter-drug activi-

ties of the Department of Defense, for transfer 
to appropriations available to the Department of 
Defense for military personnel of the reserve 
components serving under the provisions of title 
10 and title 32, United States Code; for operation 
and maintenance; for procurement; and for re-
search, development, test and evaluation, 
$984,779,000: Provided, That the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available for 
obligation for the same time period and for the 
same purpose as the appropriation to which 
transferred: Provided further, That upon a de-
termination that all or part of the funds trans-
ferred from this appropriation are not necessary 
for the purposes provided herein, such amounts 
may be transferred back to this appropriation: 
Provided further, That the transfer authority 
provided under this heading is in addition to 
any other transfer authority contained else-
where in this Act. 

JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT 
FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the ‘‘Joint Improvised Explosive Device 

Defeat Fund’’, $120,000,000: Provided, That such 
funds shall be available to the Secretary of De-
fense, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, for the purpose of allowing the Director of 
the Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat 
Organization to investigate, develop and provide 
equipment, supplies, services, training, facilities, 
personnel and funds to assist United States 
forces in the defeat of improvised explosive de-
vices: Provided further, That within 60 days of 
the enactment of this Act, a plan for the in-
tended management and use of the amounts 
provided under this heading shall be submitted 
to the congressional defense committees: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit a report not later than 30 days 
after the end of each fiscal quarter to the con-
gressional defense committees providing assess-
ments of the evolving threats, individual service 
requirements to counter the threats, the current 
strategy for predeployment training of members 
of the Armed Forces on improvised explosive de-
vices, and details on the execution of this Fund: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of Defense 
may transfer funds provided herein to appro-
priations for operation and maintenance; pro-
curement; research, development, test and eval-
uation; and defense working capital funds to 

accomplish the purpose provided herein: Pro-
vided further, That amounts transferred shall be 
merged with and available for the same pur-
poses and time period as the appropriations to 
which transferred: Provided further, That this 
transfer authority is in addition to any other 
transfer authority available to the Department 
of Defense: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Defense shall, not fewer than 5 days prior to 
making transfers from this appropriation, notify 
the congressional defense committees in writing 
of the details of any such transfer. 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For expenses and activities of the Office of the 

Inspector General in carrying out the provisions 
of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend-
ed, $239,995,000, of which $238,995,000 shall be 
for operation and maintenance, of which not to 
exceed $700,000 is available for emergencies and 
extraordinary expenses to be expended on the 
approval or authority of the Inspector General, 
and payments may be made on the Inspector 
General’s certificate of necessity for confidential 
military purposes; and of which $1,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2010, shall be 
for procurement. 

TITLE VII 
RELATED AGENCIES 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY RETIREMENT 
AND DISABILITY SYSTEM FUND 

For payment to the Central Intelligence Agen-
cy Retirement and Disability System Fund, to 
maintain the proper funding level for con-
tinuing the operation of the Central Intelligence 
Agency Retirement and Disability System, 
$262,500,000. 

INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT 
ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Intelligence 

Community Management Account, $725,526,000: 
Provided, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, $39,000,000 shall be transferred to 
the Department of Justice for the National Drug 
Intelligence Center to support the Department of 
Defense’s counter-drug intelligence responsibil-
ities, and of the said amount, $1,500,000 for pro-
curement shall remain available until September 
30, 2010 and $1,000,000 for research, develop-
ment, test and evaluation shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided further, That 
the National Drug Intelligence Center shall 
maintain the personnel and technical resources 
to provide timely support to law enforcement 
authorities and the intelligence community by 
conducting document and computer exploitation 
of materials collected in Federal, State, and 
local law enforcement activity associated with 
counter-drug, counter-terrorism, and national 
security investigations and operations. 

TITLE VIII 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8001. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be used for publicity or 
propaganda purposes not authorized by the 
Congress. 

SEC. 8002. During the current fiscal year, pro-
visions of law prohibiting the payment of com-
pensation to, or employment of, any person not 
a citizen of the United States shall not apply to 
personnel of the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided, That salary increases granted to direct 
and indirect hire foreign national employees of 
the Department of Defense funded by this Act 
shall not be at a rate in excess of the percentage 
increase authorized by law for civilian employ-
ees of the Department of Defense whose pay is 
computed under the provisions of section 5332 of 
title 5, United States Code, or at a rate in excess 
of the percentage increase provided by the ap-
propriate host nation to its own employees, 
whichever is higher: Provided further, That this 
section shall not apply to Department of De-
fense foreign service national employees serving 
at United States diplomatic missions whose pay 

is set by the Department of State under the For-
eign Service Act of 1980: Provided further, That 
the limitations of this provision shall not apply 
to foreign national employees of the Department 
of Defense in the Republic of Turkey. 

SEC. 8003. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation beyond the current fiscal year, unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 8004. No more than 20 percent of the ap-
propriations in this Act which are limited for 
obligation during the current fiscal year shall be 
obligated during the last 2 months of the fiscal 
year: Provided, That this section shall not apply 
to obligations for support of active duty training 
of reserve components or summer camp training 
of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8005. Upon determination by the Sec-

retary of Defense that such action is necessary 
in the national interest, he may, with the ap-
proval of the Office of Management and Budget, 
transfer not to exceed $3,700,000,000 of working 
capital funds of the Department of Defense or 
funds made available in this Act to the Depart-
ment of Defense for military functions (except 
military construction) between such appropria-
tions or funds or any subdivision thereof, to be 
merged with and to be available for the same 
purposes, and for the same time period, as the 
appropriation or fund to which transferred: 
Provided, That such authority to transfer may 
not be used unless for higher priority items, 
based on unforeseen military requirements, than 
those for which originally appropriated and in 
no case where the item for which funds are re-
quested has been denied by the Congress: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of Defense 
shall notify the Congress promptly of all trans-
fers made pursuant to this authority or any 
other authority in this Act: Provided further, 
That no part of the funds in this Act shall be 
available to prepare or present a request to the 
Committees on Appropriations for reprogram-
ming of funds, unless for higher priority items, 
based on unforeseen military requirements, than 
those for which originally appropriated and in 
no case where the item for which reprogramming 
is requested has been denied by the Congress: 
Provided further, That a request for multiple 
reprogrammings of funds using authority pro-
vided in this section must be made prior to June 
30, 2008: Provided further, That transfers among 
military personnel appropriations shall not be 
taken into account for purposes of the limitation 
on the amount of funds that may be transferred 
under this section: Provided further, That no 
obligation of funds may be made pursuant to 
section 1206 of Public Law 109–163 (or any suc-
cessor provision) unless the Secretary of Defense 
has notified the congressional defense commit-
tees prior to any such obligation. 

SEC. 8006. (a) Not later than 60 days after en-
actment of this Act, the Department of Defense 
shall submit a report to the congressional de-
fense committees to establish the baseline for ap-
plication of reprogramming and transfer au-
thorities for fiscal year 2008: Provided, That the 
report shall include— 

(1) a table for each appropriation with a sepa-
rate column to display the President’s budget re-
quest, adjustments made by Congress, adjust-
ments due to enacted rescissions, if appropriate, 
and the fiscal year enacted level; 

(2) a delineation in the table for each appro-
priation both by budget activity and program, 
project, and activity as detailed in the Budget 
Appendix; and 

(3) an identification of items of special con-
gressional interest. 

(b) Notwithstanding section 8005 of this Act, 
none of the funds provided in this Act shall be 
available for reprogramming or transfer until 
the report identified in subsection (a) is sub-
mitted to the congressional defense committees, 
unless the Secretary of Defense certifies in writ-
ing to the congressional defense committees that 
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such reprogramming or transfer is necessary as 
an emergency requirement. 

SEC. 8007. The Secretaries of the Air Force and 
the Army are authorized, using funds available 
under the headings ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Air Force’’ and ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Army’’, to complete facility conversions 
and phased repair projects in support of Red 
Flag Alaska exercises, which may include up-
grades and additions to Alaskan range infra-
structure and training areas, and improved ac-
cess to these ranges. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8008. During the current fiscal year, cash 

balances in working capital funds of the De-
partment of Defense established pursuant to sec-
tion 2208 of title 10, United States Code, may be 
maintained in only such amounts as are nec-
essary at any time for cash disbursements to be 
made from such funds: Provided, That transfers 
may be made between such funds: Provided fur-
ther, That transfers may be made between work-
ing capital funds and the ‘‘Foreign Currency 
Fluctuations, Defense’’ appropriation and the 
‘‘Operation and Maintenance’’ appropriation 
accounts in such amounts as may be determined 
by the Secretary of Defense, with the approval 
of the Office of Management and Budget, except 
that such transfers may not be made unless the 
Secretary of Defense has notified the Congress 
of the proposed transfer. Except in amounts 
equal to the amounts appropriated to working 
capital funds in this Act, no obligations may be 
made against a working capital fund to procure 
or increase the value of war reserve material in-
ventory, unless the Secretary of Defense has no-
tified the Congress prior to any such obligation. 

SEC. 8009. Funds appropriated by this Act 
may not be used to initiate a special access pro-
gram without prior notification 30 calendar 
days in advance to the congressional defense 
committees. 

SEC. 8010. None of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available to initiate: (1) a multiyear 
contract that employs economic order quantity 
procurement in excess of $20,000,000 in any 1 
year of the contract or that includes an un-
funded contingent liability in excess of 
$20,000,000; or (2) a contract for advance pro-
curement leading to a multiyear contract that 
employs economic order quantity procurement in 
excess of $20,000,000 in any 1 year, unless the 
congressional defense committees have been no-
tified at least 30 days in advance of the pro-
posed contract award: Provided, That no part of 
any appropriation contained in this Act shall be 
available to initiate a multiyear contract for 
which the economic order quantity advance pro-
curement is not funded at least to the limits of 
the Government’s liability: Provided further, 
That no part of any appropriation contained in 
this Act shall be available to initiate multiyear 
procurement contracts for any systems or com-
ponent thereof if the value of the multiyear con-
tract would exceed $500,000,000 unless specifi-
cally provided in this Act: Provided further, 
That no multiyear procurement contract can be 
terminated without 10-day prior notification to 
the congressional defense committees: Provided 
further, That the execution of multiyear author-
ity shall require the use of a present value anal-
ysis to determine lowest cost compared to an an-
nual procurement: Provided further, That none 
of the funds provided in this Act may be used 
for a multiyear contract executed after the date 
of the enactment of this Act unless in the case 
of any such contract— 

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to 
Congress a budget request for full funding of 
units to be procured through the contract and, 
in the case of a contract for procurement of air-
craft, that includes, for any aircraft unit to be 
procured through the contract for which pro-
curement funds are requested in that budget re-
quest for production beyond advance procure-
ment activities in the fiscal year covered by the 
budget, full funding of procurement of such unit 
in that fiscal year; 

(2) cancellation provisions in the contract do 
not include consideration of recurring manufac-
turing costs of the contractor associated with 
the production of unfunded units to be delivered 
under the contract; 

(3) the contract provides that payments to the 
contractor under the contract shall not be made 
in advance of incurred costs on funded units; 
and 

(4) the contract does not provide for a price 
adjustment based on a failure to award a fol-
low-on contract. 

Funds appropriated in title III of this Act may 
be used for a multiyear procurement contract as 
follows: 

Army CH–47 Chinook Helicopter; M1A2 
Abrams System Enhancement Package up-
grades; M2A3/M3A3 Bradley upgrades; and SSN 
Virginia Class Submarine. 

SEC. 8011. Within the funds appropriated for 
the operation and maintenance of the Armed 
Forces, funds are hereby appropriated pursuant 
to section 401 of title 10, United States Code, for 
humanitarian and civic assistance costs under 
chapter 20 of title 10, United States Code. Such 
funds may also be obligated for humanitarian 
and civic assistance costs incidental to author-
ized operations and pursuant to authority 
granted in section 401 of chapter 20 of title 10, 
United States Code, and these obligations shall 
be reported as required by section 401(d) of title 
10, United States Code: Provided, That funds 
available for operation and maintenance shall 
be available for providing humanitarian and 
similar assistance by using Civic Action Teams 
in the Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands 
and freely associated states of Micronesia, pur-
suant to the Compact of Free Association as au-
thorized by Public Law 99–239: Provided fur-
ther, That upon a determination by the Sec-
retary of the Army that such action is beneficial 
for graduate medical education programs con-
ducted at Army medical facilities located in Ha-
waii, the Secretary of the Army may authorize 
the provision of medical services at such facili-
ties and transportation to such facilities, on a 
nonreimbursable basis, for civilian patients from 
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, the Marshall Is-
lands, the Federated States of Micronesia, 
Palau, and Guam. 

SEC. 8012. (a) During fiscal year 2008, the ci-
vilian personnel of the Department of Defense 
may not be managed on the basis of any end- 
strength, and the management of such per-
sonnel during that fiscal year shall not be sub-
ject to any constraint or limitation (known as 
an end-strength) on the number of such per-
sonnel who may be employed on the last day of 
such fiscal year. 

(b) The fiscal year 2009 budget request for the 
Department of Defense as well as all justifica-
tion material and other documentation sup-
porting the fiscal year 2009 Department of De-
fense budget request shall be prepared and sub-
mitted to the Congress as if subsections (a) and 
(b) of this provision were effective with regard 
to fiscal year 2009. 

(c) Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to apply to military (civilian) technicians. 

SEC. 8013. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used in any way, directly or 
indirectly, to influence congressional action on 
any legislation or appropriation matters pend-
ing before the Congress. 

SEC. 8014. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act shall be available for the basic pay and 
allowances of any member of the Army partici-
pating as a full-time student and receiving bene-
fits paid by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
from the Department of Defense Education Ben-
efits Fund when time spent as a full-time stu-
dent is credited toward completion of a service 
commitment: Provided, That this section shall 
not apply to those members who have reenlisted 
with this option prior to October 1, 1987: Pro-
vided further, That this section applies only to 
active components of the Army. 

SEC. 8015. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act shall be available to convert to con-
tractor performance an activity or function of 
the Department of Defense that, on or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, is performed 
by more than 10 Department of Defense civilian 
employees unless— 

(1) the conversion is based on the result of a 
public-private competition that includes a most 
efficient and cost effective organization plan de-
veloped by such activity or function; 

(2) the Competitive Sourcing Official deter-
mines that, over all performance periods stated 
in the solicitation of offers for performance of 
the activity or function, the cost of performance 
of the activity or function by a contractor would 
be less costly to the Department of Defense by 
an amount that equals or exceeds the lesser of— 

(A) 10 percent of the most efficient organiza-
tion’s personnel-related costs for performance of 
that activity or function by Federal employees; 
or 

(B) $10,000,000; and 
(3) the contractor does not receive an advan-

tage for a proposal that would reduce costs for 
the Department of Defense by— 

(A) not making an employer-sponsored health 
insurance plan available to the workers who are 
to be employed in the performance of that activ-
ity or function under the contract; or 

(B) offering to such workers an employer- 
sponsored health benefits plan that requires the 
employer to contribute less towards the premium 
or subscription share than the amount that is 
paid by the Department of Defense for health 
benefits for civilian employees under chapter 89 
of title 5, United States Code. 

(b)(1) The Department of Defense, without re-
gard to subsection (a) of this section or sub-
section (a), (b), or (c) of section 2461 of title 10, 
United States Code, and notwithstanding any 
administrative regulation, requirement, or policy 
to the contrary shall have full authority to 
enter into a contract for the performance of any 
commercial or industrial type function of the 
Department of Defense that— 

(A) is included on the procurement list estab-
lished pursuant to section 2 of the Javits-Wag-
ner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 47); 

(B) is planned to be converted to performance 
by a qualified nonprofit agency for the blind or 
by a qualified nonprofit agency for other se-
verely handicapped individuals in accordance 
with that Act; or 

(C) is planned to be converted to performance 
by a qualified firm under at least 51 percent 
ownership by an Indian tribe, as defined in sec-
tion 4(e) of the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b(e)), or 
a Native Hawaiian Organization, as defined in 
section 8(a)(15) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 637(a)(15)). 

(2) This section shall not apply to depot con-
tracts or contracts for depot maintenance as 
provided in sections 2469 and 2474 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(c) The conversion of any activity or function 
of the Department of Defense under the author-
ity provided by this section shall be credited to-
ward any competitive or outsourcing goal, tar-
get, or measurement that may be established by 
statute, regulation, or policy and is deemed to 
be awarded under the authority of, and in com-
pliance with, subsection (h) of section 2304 of 
title 10, United States Code, for the competition 
or outsourcing of commercial activities. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8016. Funds appropriated in title III of 

this Act for the Department of Defense Pilot 
Mentor-Protege Program may be transferred to 
any other appropriation contained in this Act 
solely for the purpose of implementing a Men-
tor-Protege Program developmental assistance 
agreement pursuant to section 831 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1991 (Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2302 
note), as amended, under the authority of this 
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provision or any other transfer authority con-
tained in this Act. 

SEC. 8017. None of the funds in this Act may 
be available for the purchase by the Department 
of Defense (and its departments and agencies) of 
welded shipboard anchor and mooring chain 4 
inches in diameter and under unless the anchor 
and mooring chain are manufactured in the 
United States from components which are sub-
stantially manufactured in the United States: 
Provided, That for the purpose of this section 
manufactured will include cutting, heat treat-
ing, quality control, testing of chain and weld-
ing (including the forging and shot blasting 
process): Provided further, That for the purpose 
of this section substantially all of the compo-
nents of anchor and mooring chain shall be con-
sidered to be produced or manufactured in the 
United States if the aggregate cost of the compo-
nents produced or manufactured in the United 
States exceeds the aggregate cost of the compo-
nents produced or manufactured outside the 
United States: Provided further, That when 
adequate domestic supplies are not available to 
meet Department of Defense requirements on a 
timely basis, the Secretary of the service respon-
sible for the procurement may waive this restric-
tion on a case-by-case basis by certifying in 
writing to the Committees on Appropriations 
that such an acquisition must be made in order 
to acquire capability for national security pur-
poses. 

SEC. 8018. None of the funds available to the 
Department of Defense may be used to demili-
tarize or dispose of M–1 Carbines, M–1 Garand 
rifles, M–14 rifles, .22 caliber rifles, .30 caliber ri-
fles, or M–1911 pistols. 

SEC. 8019. No more than $500,000 of the funds 
appropriated or made available in this Act shall 
be used during a single fiscal year for any single 
relocation of an organization, unit, activity or 
function of the Department of Defense into or 
within the National Capital Region: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Defense may waive this 
restriction on a case-by-case basis by certifying 
in writing to the congressional defense commit-
tees that such a relocation is required in the 
best interest of the Government. 

SEC. 8020. In addition to the funds provided 
elsewhere in this Act, $15,000,000 is appropriated 
only for incentive payments authorized by sec-
tion 504 of the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 
U.S.C. 1544): Provided, That a prime contractor 
or a subcontractor at any tier that makes a sub-
contract award to any subcontractor or supplier 
as defined in section 1544 of title 25, United 
States Code, or a small business owned and con-
trolled by an individual or individuals defined 
under section 4221(9) of title 25, United States 
Code, shall be considered a contractor for the 
purposes of being allowed additional compensa-
tion under section 504 of the Indian Financing 
Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1544) whenever the prime 
contract or subcontract amount is over $500,000 
and involves the expenditure of funds appro-
priated by an Act making Appropriations for the 
Department of Defense with respect to any fis-
cal year: Provided further, That notwith-
standing section 430 of title 41, United States 
Code, this section shall be applicable to any De-
partment of Defense acquisition of supplies or 
services, including any contract and any sub-
contract at any tier for acquisition of commer-
cial items produced or manufactured, in whole 
or in part by any subcontractor or supplier de-
fined in section 1544 of title 25, United States 
Code, or a small business owned and controlled 
by an individual or individuals defined under 
section 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code. 

SEC. 8021. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act shall be available to perform any cost 
study pursuant to the provisions of OMB Cir-
cular A–76 if the study being performed exceeds 
a period of 24 months after initiation of such 
study with respect to a single function activity 
or 30 months after initiation of such study for a 
multi-function activity. 

SEC. 8022. Funds appropriated by this Act for 
the American Forces Information Service shall 
not be used for any national or international 
political or psychological activities. 

SEC. 8023. During the current fiscal year, the 
Department of Defense is authorized to incur 
obligations of not to exceed $350,000,000 for pur-
poses specified in section 2350j(c) of title 10, 
United States Code, in anticipation of receipt of 
contributions, only from the Government of Ku-
wait, under that section: Provided, That upon 
receipt, such contributions from the Government 
of Kuwait shall be credited to the appropria-
tions or fund which incurred such obligations. 

SEC. 8024. (a) Of the funds made available in 
this Act, not less than $33,705,000 shall be avail-
able for the Civil Air Patrol Corporation, of 
which— 

(1) $26,553,000 shall be available from ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Air Force’’ to support 
Civil Air Patrol Corporation operation and 
maintenance, readiness, counterdrug activities, 
and drug demand reduction activities involving 
youth programs; 

(2) $6,277,000 shall be available from ‘‘Aircraft 
Procurement, Air Force’’; and 

(3) $875,000 shall be available from ‘‘Other 
Procurement, Air Force’’ for vehicle procure-
ment. 

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force should 
waive reimbursement for any funds used by the 
Civil Air Patrol for counter-drug activities in 
support of Federal, State, and local government 
agencies. 

SEC. 8025. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
in this Act are available to establish a new De-
partment of Defense (department) federally 
funded research and development center 
(FFRDC), either as a new entity, or as a sepa-
rate entity administrated by an organization 
managing another FFRDC, or as a nonprofit 
membership corporation consisting of a consor-
tium of other FFRDCs and other non-profit en-
tities. 

(b) No member of a Board of Directors, Trust-
ees, Overseers, Advisory Group, Special Issues 
Panel, Visiting Committee, or any similar entity 
of a defense FFRDC, and no paid consultant to 
any defense FFRDC, except when acting in a 
technical advisory capacity, may be com-
pensated for his or her services as a member of 
such entity, or as a paid consultant by more 
than one FFRDC in a fiscal year: Provided, 
That a member of any such entity referred to 
previously in this subsection shall be allowed 
travel expenses and per diem as authorized 
under the Federal Joint Travel Regulations, 
when engaged in the performance of member-
ship duties. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, none of the funds available to the depart-
ment from any source during fiscal year 2008 
may be used by a defense FFRDC, through a fee 
or other payment mechanism, for construction 
of new buildings, for payment of cost sharing 
for projects funded by Government grants, for 
absorption of contract overruns, or for certain 
charitable contributions, not to include em-
ployee participation in community service and/ 
or development. 

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of the funds available to the department 
during fiscal year 2008, not more than 5,517 staff 
years of technical effort (staff years) may be 
funded for defense FFRDCs: Provided, That of 
the specific amount referred to previously in this 
subsection, not more than 1,060 staff years may 
be funded for the defense studies and analysis 
FFRDCs: Provided further, That this subsection 
shall not apply to staff years funded in the Na-
tional Intelligence Program (NIP) and the Mili-
tary Intelligence Program (MIP). 

(e) The Secretary of Defense shall, with the 
submission of the department’s fiscal year 2009 
budget request, submit a report presenting the 
specific amounts of staff years of technical ef-
fort to be allocated for each defense FFRDC 
during that fiscal year and the associated budg-
et estimates. 

(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated in this 
Act for FFRDCs is hereby reduced by 
$57,725,000. 

SEC. 8026. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available in this Act shall be used to pro-
cure carbon, alloy or armor steel plate for use in 
any Government-owned facility or property 
under the control of the Department of Defense 
which were not melted and rolled in the United 
States or Canada: Provided, That these procure-
ment restrictions shall apply to any and all Fed-
eral Supply Class 9515, American Society of 
Testing and Materials (ASTM) or American Iron 
and Steel Institute (AISI) specifications of car-
bon, alloy or armor steel plate: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the military department 
responsible for the procurement may waive this 
restriction on a case-by-case basis by certifying 
in writing to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
that adequate domestic supplies are not avail-
able to meet Department of Defense require-
ments on a timely basis and that such an acqui-
sition must be made in order to acquire capa-
bility for national security purposes: Provided 
further, That these restrictions shall not apply 
to contracts which are in being as of the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 8027. For the purposes of this Act, the 
term ‘‘congressional defense committees’’ means 
the Armed Services Committee of the House of 
Representatives, the Armed Services Committee 
of the Senate, the Subcommittee on Defense of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
and the Subcommittee on Defense of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

SEC. 8028. During the current fiscal year, the 
Department of Defense may acquire the modi-
fication, depot maintenance and repair of air-
craft, vehicles and vessels as well as the produc-
tion of components and other Defense-related 
articles, through competition between Depart-
ment of Defense depot maintenance activities 
and private firms: Provided, That the Senior Ac-
quisition Executive of the military department 
or Defense Agency concerned, with power of 
delegation, shall certify that successful bids in-
clude comparable estimates of all direct and in-
direct costs for both public and private bids: 
Provided further, That Office of Management 
and Budget Circular A–76 shall not apply to 
competitions conducted under this section. 

SEC. 8029. (a)(1) If the Secretary of Defense, 
after consultation with the United States Trade 
Representative, determines that a foreign coun-
try which is party to an agreement described in 
paragraph (2) has violated the terms of the 
agreement by discriminating against certain 
types of products produced in the United States 
that are covered by the agreement, the Secretary 
of Defense shall rescind the Secretary’s blanket 
waiver of the Buy American Act with respect to 
such types of products produced in that foreign 
country. 

(2) An agreement referred to in paragraph (1) 
is any reciprocal defense procurement memo-
randum of understanding, between the United 
States and a foreign country pursuant to which 
the Secretary of Defense has prospectively 
waived the Buy American Act for certain prod-
ucts in that country. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the Congress a report on the amount of Depart-
ment of Defense purchases from foreign entities 
in fiscal year 2008. Such report shall separately 
indicate the dollar value of items for which the 
Buy American Act was waived pursuant to any 
agreement described in subsection (a)(2), the 
Trade Agreement Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2501 et 
seq.), or any international agreement to which 
the United States is a party. 

(c) For purposes of this section, the term ‘‘Buy 
American Act’’ means title III of the Act entitled 
‘‘An Act making appropriations for the Treas-
ury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal 
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year ending June 30, 1934, and for other pur-
poses’’, approved March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a et 
seq.). 

SEC. 8030. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds available during the current 
fiscal year and hereafter for ‘‘Drug Interdiction 
and Counter-Drug Activities, Defense’’ may be 
obligated for the Young Marines program. 

SEC. 8031. During the current fiscal year, 
amounts contained in the Department of De-
fense Overseas Military Facility Investment Re-
covery Account established by section 2921(c)(1) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act of 
1991 (Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) 
shall be available until expended for the pay-
ments specified by section 2921(c)(2) of that Act. 

SEC. 8032. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Secretary of the Air Force 
may convey at no cost to the Air Force, without 
consideration, to Indian tribes located in the 
States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Mon-
tana, and Minnesota relocatable military hous-
ing units located at Grand Forks Air Force Base 
and Minot Air Force Base that are excess to the 
needs of the Air Force. 

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force shall con-
vey, at no cost to the Air Force, military hous-
ing units under subsection (a) in accordance 
with the request for such units that are sub-
mitted to the Secretary by the Operation Walk-
ing Shield Program on behalf of Indian tribes 
located in the States of North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Montana, and Minnesota. 

(c) The Operation Walking Shield Program 
shall resolve any conflicts among requests of In-
dian tribes for housing units under subsection 
(a) before submitting requests to the Secretary of 
the Air Force under subsection (b). 

(d) In this section, the term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
means any recognized Indian tribe included on 
the current list published by the Secretary of the 
Interior under section 104 of the Federally Rec-
ognized Indian Tribe Act of 1994 (Public Law 
103–454; 108 Stat. 4792; 25 U.S.C. 479a–1). 

SEC. 8033. During the current fiscal year, ap-
propriations which are available to the Depart-
ment of Defense for operation and maintenance 
may be used to purchase items having an invest-
ment item unit cost of not more than $250,000. 

SEC. 8034. (a) During the current fiscal year, 
none of the appropriations or funds available to 
the Department of Defense Working Capital 
Funds shall be used for the purchase of an in-
vestment item for the purpose of acquiring a 
new inventory item for sale or anticipated sale 
during the current fiscal year or a subsequent 
fiscal year to customers of the Department of 
Defense Working Capital Funds if such an item 
would not have been chargeable to the Depart-
ment of Defense Business Operations Fund dur-
ing fiscal year 1994 and if the purchase of such 
an investment item would be chargeable during 
the current fiscal year to appropriations made 
to the Department of Defense for procurement. 

(b) The fiscal year 2009 budget request for the 
Department of Defense as well as all justifica-
tion material and other documentation sup-
porting the fiscal year 2009 Department of De-
fense budget shall be prepared and submitted to 
the Congress on the basis that any equipment 
which was classified as an end item and funded 
in a procurement appropriation contained in 
this Act shall be budgeted for in a proposed fis-
cal year 2009 procurement appropriation and 
not in the supply management business area or 
any other area or category of the Department of 
Defense Working Capital Funds. 

SEC. 8035. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act for programs of the Central Intelligence 
Agency shall remain available for obligation be-
yond the current fiscal year, except for funds 
appropriated for the Reserve for Contingencies, 
which shall remain available until September 30, 
2009: Provided, That funds appropriated, trans-
ferred, or otherwise credited to the Central In-
telligence Agency Central Services Working 
Capital Fund during this or any prior or subse-
quent fiscal year shall remain available until ex-

pended: Provided further, That any funds ap-
propriated or transferred to the Central Intel-
ligence Agency for advanced research and de-
velopment acquisition, for agent operations, and 
for covert action programs authorized by the 
President under section 503 of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947, as amended, shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 

SEC. 8036. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds made available in this Act for 
the Defense Intelligence Agency may be used for 
the design, development, and deployment of 
General Defense Intelligence Program intel-
ligence communications and intelligence infor-
mation systems for the Services, the Unified and 
Specified Commands, and the component com-
mands. 

SEC. 8037. Of the funds made available in this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Defense Production Act 
Purchases’’, not less than $18,400,000 shall be 
made available for the competitive, domestic ex-
pansion of essential vacuum induction melting 
furnace capacity and vacuum arc remelting fur-
nace capacity for military aerospace and other 
defense applications: Provided, That the facility 
must be owned and operated by an approved 
supplier to the military departments and to de-
fense industry original equipment manufactur-
ers. 

SEC. 8038. Of the funds appropriated to the 
Department of Defense under the heading ‘‘Op-
eration and Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, not 
less than $10,000,000 shall be made available 
only for the mitigation of environmental im-
pacts, including training and technical assist-
ance to tribes, related administrative support, 
the gathering of information, documenting of 
environmental damage, and developing a system 
for prioritization of mitigation and cost to com-
plete estimates for mitigation, on Indian lands 
resulting from Department of Defense activities. 

SEC. 8039. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
in this Act may be expended by an entity of the 
Department of Defense unless the entity, in ex-
pending the funds, complies with the Buy Amer-
ican Act. For purposes of this subsection, the 
term ‘‘Buy American Act’’ means title III of the 
Act entitled ‘‘An Act making appropriations for 
the Treasury and Post Office Departments for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, and for 
other purposes’’, approved March 3, 1933 (41 
U.S.C. 10a et seq.). 

(b) If the Secretary of Defense determines that 
a person has been convicted of intentionally 
affixing a label bearing a ‘‘Made in America’’ 
inscription to any product sold in or shipped to 
the United States that is not made in America, 
the Secretary shall determine, in accordance 
with section 2410f of title 10, United States Code, 
whether the person should be debarred from 
contracting with the Department of Defense. 

(c) In the case of any equipment or products 
purchased with appropriations provided under 
this Act, it is the sense of the Congress that any 
entity of the Department of Defense, in expend-
ing the appropriation, purchase only American- 
made equipment and products, provided that 
American-made equipment and products are 
cost-competitive, quality-competitive, and avail-
able in a timely fashion. 

SEC. 8040. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act shall be available for a contract for 
studies, analysis, or consulting services entered 
into without competition on the basis of an un-
solicited proposal unless the head of the activity 
responsible for the procurement determines— 

(1) as a result of thorough technical evalua-
tion, only one source is found fully qualified to 
perform the proposed work; 

(2) the purpose of the contract is to explore an 
unsolicited proposal which offers significant sci-
entific or technological promise, represents the 
product of original thinking, and was submitted 
in confidence by one source; or 

(3) the purpose of the contract is to take ad-
vantage of unique and significant industrial ac-
complishment by a specific concern, or to insure 
that a new product or idea of a specific concern 

is given financial support: Provided, That this 
limitation shall not apply to contracts in an 
amount of less than $25,000, contracts related to 
improvements of equipment that is in develop-
ment or production, or contracts as to which a 
civilian official of the Department of Defense, 
who has been confirmed by the Senate, deter-
mines that the award of such contract is in the 
interest of the national defense. 

SEC. 8041. (a) Except as provided in subsection 
(b) and (c), none of the funds made available by 
this Act may be used— 

(1) to establish a field operating agency; or 
(2) to pay the basic pay of a member of the 

Armed Forces or civilian employee of the depart-
ment who is transferred or reassigned from a 
headquarters activity if the member or employ-
ee’s place of duty remains at the location of that 
headquarters. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense or Secretary of a 
military department may waive the limitations 
in subsection (a), on a case-by-case basis, if the 
Secretary determines, and certifies to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Senate that the granting of the 
waiver will reduce the personnel requirements or 
the financial requirements of the department. 

(c) This section does not apply to— 
(1) field operating agencies funded within the 

National Intelligence Program; or 
(2) an Army field operating agency established 

to eliminate, mitigate, or counter the effects of 
improvised explosive devices, and, as determined 
by the Secretary of the Army, other similar 
threats. 

SEC. 8042. The Secretary of Defense, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, acting 
through the Office of Economic Adjustment of 
the Department of Defense, may use funds made 
available in this Act under the heading ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’ to make 
grants and supplement other Federal funds in 
accordance with the guidance provided in the 
Joint Explanatory Statement of the Committee 
of Conference to accompany the conference re-
port accompanying this Act. 

(RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 8043. Of the funds appropriated in De-

partment of Defense Appropriations Acts, the 
following funds are hereby rescinded from the 
following accounts and programs in the speci-
fied amounts: 

Procurement, Marine Corps, 2006/2008, 
$15,000,000; 

Aircraft Procurement, Air Force, 2006/2008, 
$25,786,000; 

Procurement of Weapons and Tracked Combat 
Vehicles, Army, 2007/2009, $2,600,000; 

Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy, 2007/2011, 
$81,000,000; 

Aircraft Procurement, Air Force, 2007/2009, 
$51,000,000; 

Procurement, Defense-Wide, 2007/2009, 
$15,913,000; 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Army, 2007/2008, $13,300,000; 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Navy, 2007/2008, $24,000,000; 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Air Force, 2007/2008, $167,000,000; 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Defense-Wide, 2007/2008, $144,000,000. 

SEC. 8044. None of the funds available in this 
Act may be used to reduce the authorized posi-
tions for military (civilian) technicians of the 
Army National Guard, Air National Guard, 
Army Reserve and Air Force Reserve for the 
purpose of applying any administratively im-
posed civilian personnel ceiling, freeze, or reduc-
tion on military (civilian) technicians, unless 
such reductions are a direct result of a reduc-
tion in military force structure. 

SEC. 8045. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this Act may be ob-
ligated or expended for assistance to the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea unless specifi-
cally appropriated for that purpose. 
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SEC. 8046. Funds appropriated in this Act for 

operation and maintenance of the Military De-
partments, Combatant Commands and Defense 
Agencies shall be available for reimbursement of 
pay, allowances and other expenses which 
would otherwise be incurred against appropria-
tions for the National Guard and Reserve when 
members of the National Guard and Reserve 
provide intelligence or counterintelligence sup-
port to Combatant Commands, Defense Agencies 
and Joint Intelligence Activities, including the 
activities and programs included within the Na-
tional Intelligence Program and the Military In-
telligence Program: Provided, That nothing in 
this section authorizes deviation from estab-
lished Reserve and National Guard personnel 
and training procedures. 

SEC. 8047. During the current fiscal year, none 
of the funds appropriated in this Act may be 
used to reduce the civilian medical and medical 
support personnel assigned to military treatment 
facilities below the September 30, 2003, level: 
Provided, That the Service Surgeons General 
may waive this section by certifying to the con-
gressional defense committees that the bene-
ficiary population is declining in some 
catchment areas and civilian strength reduc-
tions may be consistent with responsible re-
source stewardship and capitation-based budg-
eting. 

SEC. 8048. (a) None of the funds available to 
the Department of Defense for any fiscal year 
for drug interdiction or counter-drug activities 
may be transferred to any other department or 
agency of the United States except as specifi-
cally provided in an appropriations law. 

(b) None of the funds available to the Central 
Intelligence Agency for any fiscal year for drug 
interdiction and counter-drug activities may be 
transferred to any other department or agency 
of the United States except as specifically pro-
vided in an appropriations law. 

SEC. 8049. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used for the procurement of ball 
and roller bearings other than those produced 
by a domestic source and of domestic origin: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the military de-
partment responsible for such procurement may 
waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis by 
certifying in writing to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, that adequate domestic supplies 
are not available to meet Department of Defense 
requirements on a timely basis and that such an 
acquisition must be made in order to acquire ca-
pability for national security purposes: Provided 
further, That this restriction shall not apply to 
the purchase of ‘‘commercial items’’, as defined 
by section 4(12) of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy Act, except that the restriction shall 
apply to ball or roller bearings purchased as end 
items. 

SEC. 8050. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to purchase any supercomputer which is 
not manufactured in the United States, unless 
the Secretary of Defense certifies to the congres-
sional defense committees that such an acquisi-
tion must be made in order to acquire capability 
for national security purposes that is not avail-
able from United States manufacturers. 

SEC. 8051. None of the funds made available in 
this or any other Act may be used to pay the 
salary of any officer or employee of the Depart-
ment of Defense who approves or implements the 
transfer of administrative responsibilities or 
budgetary resources of any program, project, or 
activity financed by this Act to the jurisdiction 
of another Federal agency not financed by this 
Act without the express authorization of Con-
gress: Provided, That this limitation shall not 
apply to transfers of funds expressly provided 
for in Defense Appropriations Acts, or provi-
sions of Acts providing supplemental appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense. 

SEC. 8052. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, none of the funds available to the 
Department of Defense for the current fiscal 
year may be obligated or expended to transfer to 

another nation or an international organization 
any defense articles or services (other than in-
telligence services) for use in the activities de-
scribed in subsection (b) unless the congres-
sional defense committees, the Committee on 
International Relations of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations of the Senate are notified 15 days in ad-
vance of such transfer. 

(b) This section applies to— 
(1) any international peacekeeping or peace- 

enforcement operation under the authority of 
chapter VI or chapter VII of the United Nations 
Charter under the authority of a United Nations 
Security Council resolution; and 

(2) any other international peacekeeping, 
peace-enforcement, or humanitarian assistance 
operation. 

(c) A notice under subsection (a) shall include 
the following: 

(1) A description of the equipment, supplies, 
or services to be transferred. 

(2) A statement of the value of the equipment, 
supplies, or services to be transferred. 

(3) In the case of a proposed transfer of equip-
ment or supplies— 

(A) a statement of whether the inventory re-
quirements of all elements of the Armed Forces 
(including the reserve components) for the type 
of equipment or supplies to be transferred have 
been met; and 

(B) a statement of whether the items proposed 
to be transferred will have to be replaced and, 
if so, how the President proposes to provide 
funds for such replacement. 

SEC. 8053. None of the funds available to the 
Department of Defense under this Act shall be 
obligated or expended to pay a contractor under 
a contract with the Department of Defense for 
costs of any amount paid by the contractor to 
an employee when— 

(1) such costs are for a bonus or otherwise in 
excess of the normal salary paid by the con-
tractor to the employee; and 

(2) such bonus is part of restructuring costs 
associated with a business combination. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8054. During the current fiscal year, no 

more than $30,000,000 of appropriations made in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’ may be trans-
ferred to appropriations available for the pay of 
military personnel, to be merged with, and to be 
available for the same time period as the appro-
priations to which transferred, to be used in 
support of such personnel in connection with 
support and services for eligible organizations 
and activities outside the Department of Defense 
pursuant to section 2012 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

SEC. 8055. During the current fiscal year, in 
the case of an appropriation account of the De-
partment of Defense for which the period of 
availability for obligation has expired or which 
has closed under the provisions of section 1552 
of title 31, United States Code, and which has a 
negative unliquidated or unexpended balance, 
an obligation or an adjustment of an obligation 
may be charged to any current appropriation 
account for the same purpose as the expired or 
closed account if— 

(1) the obligation would have been properly 
chargeable (except as to amount) to the expired 
or closed account before the end of the period of 
availability or closing of that account; 

(2) the obligation is not otherwise properly 
chargeable to any current appropriation ac-
count of the Department of Defense; and 

(3) in the case of an expired account, the obli-
gation is not chargeable to a current appropria-
tion of the Department of Defense under the 
provisions of section 1405(b)(8) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991, 
Public Law 101–510, as amended (31 U.S.C. 1551 
note): Provided, That in the case of an expired 
account, if subsequent review or investigation 
discloses that there was not in fact a negative 

unliquidated or unexpended balance in the ac-
count, any charge to a current account under 
the authority of this section shall be reversed 
and recorded against the expired account: Pro-
vided further, That the total amount charged to 
a current appropriation under this section may 
not exceed an amount equal to one percent of 
the total appropriation for that account. 

SEC. 8056. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau may permit the use of equipment of the 
National Guard Distance Learning Project by 
any person or entity on a space-available, reim-
bursable basis. The Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau shall establish the amount of reimburse-
ment for such use on a case-by-case basis. 

(b) Amounts collected under subsection (a) 
shall be credited to funds available for the Na-
tional Guard Distance Learning Project and be 
available to defray the costs associated with the 
use of equipment of the project under that sub-
section. Such funds shall be available for such 
purposes without fiscal year limitation. 

SEC. 8057. Using funds available by this Act or 
any other Act, the Secretary of the Air Force, 
pursuant to a determination under section 2690 
of title 10, United States Code, may implement 
cost-effective agreements for required heating 
facility modernization in the Kaiserslautern 
Military Community in the Federal Republic of 
Germany: Provided, That in the City of 
Kaiserslautern such agreements will include the 
use of United States anthracite as the base load 
energy for municipal district heat to the United 
States Defense installations: Provided further, 
That at Landstuhl Army Regional Medical Cen-
ter and Ramstein Air Base, furnished heat may 
be obtained from private, regional or municipal 
services, if provisions are included for the con-
sideration of United States coal as an energy 
source. 

SEC. 8058. None of the funds appropriated in 
title IV of this Act may be used to procure end- 
items for delivery to military forces for oper-
ational training, operational use or inventory 
requirements: Provided, That this restriction 
does not apply to end-items used in develop-
ment, prototyping, and test activities preceding 
and leading to acceptance for operational use: 
Provided further, That this restriction does not 
apply to programs funded within the National 
Intelligence Program: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of Defense may waive this restric-
tion on a case-by-case basis by certifying in 
writing to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
that it is in the national security interest to do 
so. 

SEC. 8059. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds available to the Department 
of Defense in this Act shall be made available to 
provide transportation of medical supplies and 
equipment, on a nonreimbursable basis, to 
American Samoa, and funds available to the De-
partment of Defense shall be made available to 
provide transportation of medical supplies and 
equipment, on a nonreimbursable basis, to the 
Indian Health Service when it is in conjunction 
with a civil-military project. 

SEC. 8060. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to approve or license the 
sale of the F–22A advanced tactical fighter to 
any foreign government. 

SEC. 8061. (a) The Secretary of Defense may, 
on a case-by-case basis, waive with respect to a 
foreign country each limitation on the procure-
ment of defense items from foreign sources pro-
vided in law if the Secretary determines that the 
application of the limitation with respect to that 
country would invalidate cooperative programs 
entered into between the Department of Defense 
and the foreign country, or would invalidate re-
ciprocal trade agreements for the procurement of 
defense items entered into under section 2531 of 
title 10, United States Code, and the country 
does not discriminate against the same or simi-
lar defense items produced in the United States 
for that country. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 04:25 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00083 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A06NO7.079 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12824 November 6, 2007 
(b) Subsection (a) applies with respect to— 
(1) contracts and subcontracts entered into on 

or after the date of the enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) options for the procurement of items that 
are exercised after such date under contracts 
that are entered into before such date if the op-
tion prices are adjusted for any reason other 
than the application of a waiver granted under 
subsection (a). 

(c) Subsection (a) does not apply to a limita-
tion regarding construction of public vessels, 
ball and roller bearings, food, and clothing or 
textile materials as defined by section 11 (chap-
ters 50–65) of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule 
and products classified under headings 4010, 
4202, 4203, 6401 through 6406, 6505, 7019, 7218 
through 7229, 7304.41 through 7304.49, 7306.40, 
7502 through 7508, 8105, 8108, 8109, 8211, 8215, 
and 9404. 

SEC. 8062. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to support any 
training program involving a unit of the secu-
rity forces of a foreign country if the Secretary 
of Defense has received credible information 
from the Department of State that the unit has 
committed a gross violation of human rights, 
unless all necessary corrective steps have been 
taken. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense, in consultation 
with the Secretary of State, shall ensure that 
prior to a decision to conduct any training pro-
gram referred to in subsection (a), full consider-
ation is given to all credible information avail-
able to the Department of State relating to 
human rights violations by foreign security 
forces. 

(c) The Secretary of Defense, after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State, may waive the 
prohibition in subsection (a) if he determines 
that such waiver is required by extraordinary 
circumstances. 

(d) Not more than 15 days after the exercise of 
any waiver under subsection (c), the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees describing the extraor-
dinary circumstances, the purpose and duration 
of the training program, the United States forces 
and the foreign security forces involved in the 
training program, and the information relating 
to human rights violations that necessitates the 
waiver. 

SEC. 8063. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available in this Act to the Department of 
the Navy shall be used to develop, lease or pro-
cure the T–AKE class of ships unless the main 
propulsion diesel engines and propulsors are 
manufactured in the United States by a domesti-
cally operated entity: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Defense may waive this restriction on 
a case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate that adequate 
domestic supplies are not available to meet De-
partment of Defense requirements on a timely 
basis and that such an acquisition must be made 
in order to acquire capability for national secu-
rity purposes or there exists a significant cost or 
quality difference. 

SEC. 8064. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or other De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Acts may be 
obligated or expended for the purpose of per-
forming repairs or maintenance to military fam-
ily housing units of the Department of Defense, 
including areas in such military family housing 
units that may be used for the purpose of con-
ducting official Department of Defense business. 

SEC. 8065. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated in this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’ for any 
new start advanced concept technology dem-
onstration project or joint capability demonstra-
tion project may only be obligated 30 days after 
a report, including a description of the project, 
the planned acquisition and transition strategy 
and its estimated annual and total cost, has 

been provided in writing to the congressional 
defense committees: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Defense may waive this restriction on 
a case-by-case basis by certifying to the congres-
sional defense committees that it is in the na-
tional interest to do so. 

SEC. 8066. The Secretary of Defense shall pro-
vide a classified quarterly report beginning 30 
days after enactment of this Act, to the House 
and Senate Appropriations Committees, Sub-
committees on Defense on certain matters as di-
rected in the classified annex accompanying this 
Act. 

SEC. 8067. Beginning in the current fiscal year 
and hereafter, refunds attributable to the use of 
the Government travel card, refunds attrib-
utable to the use of the Government Purchase 
Card and refunds attributable to official Gov-
ernment travel arranged by Government Con-
tracted Travel Management Centers may be 
credited to operation and maintenance, and re-
search, development, test and evaluation ac-
counts of the Department of Defense which are 
current when the refunds are received. 

SEC. 8068. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
in this Act may be used for a mission critical or 
mission essential financial management infor-
mation technology system (including a system 
funded by the defense working capital fund) 
that is not registered with the Chief Information 
Officer of the Department of Defense. A system 
shall be considered to be registered with that of-
ficer upon the furnishing to that officer of no-
tice of the system, together with such informa-
tion concerning the system as the Secretary of 
Defense may prescribe. A financial management 
information technology system shall be consid-
ered a mission critical or mission essential infor-
mation technology system as defined by the 
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller). 

(b)(1) During the current fiscal year, a finan-
cial management automated information system, 
a mixed information system supporting financial 
and non-financial systems, or a system improve-
ment of more than $1,000,000 may not receive 
Milestone A approval, Milestone B approval, or 
full rate production, or their equivalent, within 
the Department of Defense until the Under Sec-
retary of Defense (Comptroller) certifies, with 
respect to that milestone, that the system is 
being developed and managed in accordance 
with the Department’s Financial Management 
Modernization Plan. The Under Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller) may require additional 
certifications, as appropriate, with respect to 
any such system. 

(2) The Chief Information Officer shall pro-
vide the congressional defense committees timely 
notification of certifications under paragraph 
(1). 

(c)(1) During the current fiscal year, a major 
automated information system may not receive 
Milestone A approval, Milestone B approval, or 
full rate production approval, or their equiva-
lent, within the Department of Defense until the 
Chief Information Officer certifies, with respect 
to that milestone, that the system is being devel-
oped in accordance with the Clinger-Cohen Act 
of 1996 (40 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.). The Chief Infor-
mation Officer may require additional certifi-
cations, as appropriate, with respect to any 
such system. 

(2) The Chief Information Officer shall pro-
vide the congressional defense committees timely 
notification of certifications under paragraph 
(1). Each such notification shall include a state-
ment confirming that the following steps have 
been taken with respect to the system: 

(A) Business process reengineering. 
(B) An analysis of alternatives. 
(C) An economic analysis that includes a cal-

culation of the return on investment. 
(D) Performance measures. 
(E) An information assurance strategy con-

sistent with the Department’s Global Informa-
tion Grid. 

(d) For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘Chief Information Officer’’ 

means the senior official of the Department of 

Defense designated by the Secretary of Defense 
pursuant to section 3506 of title 44, United 
States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘information technology system’’ 
has the meaning given the term ‘‘information 
technology’’ in section 5002 of the Clinger- 
Cohen Act of 1996 (40 U.S.C. 1401). 

SEC. 8069. During the current fiscal year, none 
of the funds available to the Department of De-
fense may be used to provide support to another 
department or agency of the United States if 
such department or agency is more than 90 days 
in arrears in making payment to the Depart-
ment of Defense for goods or services previously 
provided to such department or agency on a re-
imbursable basis: Provided, That this restriction 
shall not apply if the department is authorized 
by law to provide support to such department or 
agency on a nonreimbursable basis, and is pro-
viding the requested support pursuant to such 
authority: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Defense may waive this restriction on a case- 
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate that it is in the 
national security interest to do so. 

SEC. 8070. Notwithstanding section 12310(b) of 
title 10, United States Code, a Reserve who is a 
member of the National Guard serving on full- 
time National Guard duty under section 502(f) 
of title 32, United States Code, may perform du-
ties in support of the ground-based elements of 
the National Ballistic Missile Defense System. 

SEC. 8071. None of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used to transfer to any nongovern-
mental entity ammunition held by the Depart-
ment of Defense that has a center-fire cartridge 
and a United States military nomenclature des-
ignation of ‘‘armor penetrator’’, ‘‘armor piercing 
(AP)’’, ‘‘armor piercing incendiary (API)’’, or 
‘‘armor-piercing incendiary-tracer (API–T)’’, ex-
cept to an entity performing demilitarization 
services for the Department of Defense under a 
contract that requires the entity to demonstrate 
to the satisfaction of the Department of Defense 
that armor piercing projectiles are either: (1) 
rendered incapable of reuse by the demilitariza-
tion process; or (2) used to manufacture ammu-
nition pursuant to a contract with the Depart-
ment of Defense or the manufacture of ammuni-
tion for export pursuant to a License for Perma-
nent Export of Unclassified Military Articles 
issued by the Department of State. 

SEC. 8072. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau, or his designee, may waive payment of 
all or part of the consideration that otherwise 
would be required under section 2667 of title 10, 
United States Code, in the case of a lease of per-
sonal property for a period not in excess of one 
year to any organization specified in section 
508(d) of title 32, United States Code, or any 
other youth, social, or fraternal non-profit orga-
nization as may be approved by the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau, or his designee, on a 
case-by-case basis. 

SEC. 8073. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act shall be used for the support of any 
nonappropriated funds activity of the Depart-
ment of Defense that procures malt beverages 
and wine with nonappropriated funds for resale 
(including such alcoholic beverages sold by the 
drink) on a military installation located in the 
United States unless such malt beverages and 
wine are procured within that State, or in the 
case of the District of Columbia, within the Dis-
trict of Columbia, in which the military installa-
tion is located: Provided, That in a case in 
which the military installation is located in 
more than one State, purchases may be made in 
any State in which the installation is located: 
Provided further, That such local procurement 
requirements for malt beverages and wine shall 
apply to all alcoholic beverages only for military 
installations in States which are not contiguous 
with another State and Guam: Provided further, 
That alcoholic beverages other than wine and 
malt beverages, in contiguous States and the 
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District of Columbia shall be procured from the 
most competitive source, price and other factors 
considered. 

SEC. 8074. Funds available to the Department 
of Defense for the Global Positioning System 
during the current fiscal year may be used to 
fund civil requirements associated with the sat-
ellite and ground control segments of such sys-
tem’s modernization program. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8075. Of the amounts appropriated in this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Army’’, $34,500,000 shall remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary of Defense is authorized to transfer such 
funds to other activities of the Federal Govern-
ment: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Defense is authorized to enter into and carry 
out contracts for the acquisition of real prop-
erty, construction, personal services, and oper-
ations related to projects carrying out the pur-
poses of this section: Provided further, That 
contracts entered into under the authority of 
this section may provide for such indemnifica-
tion as the Secretary determines to be necessary: 
Provided further, That projects authorized by 
this section shall comply with applicable Fed-
eral, State, and local law to the maximum extent 
consistent with the national security, as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense. 

SEC. 8076. Section 8106 of the Department of 
Defense Appropriations Act, 1997 (titles I 
through VIII of the matter under subsection 
101(b) of Public Law 104–208; 110 Stat. 3009–111; 
10 U.S.C. 113 note) shall continue in effect to 
apply to disbursements that are made by the De-
partment of Defense in fiscal year 2008. 

SEC. 8077. In addition to amounts provided 
elsewhere in this Act, $10,000,000 is hereby ap-
propriated to the Department of Defense, to re-
main available for obligation until expended: 
Provided, That notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, these funds shall be available 
only for a grant to the Fisher House Founda-
tion, Inc., only for the construction and fur-
nishing of additional Fisher Houses to meet the 
needs of military family members when con-
fronted with the illness or hospitalization of an 
eligible military beneficiary. 

SEC. 8078. The Secretary of the Air Force is 
authorized, using funds available under the 
heading ‘‘Operation and Maintenance, Air 
Force’’, to complete phased electrical infrastruc-
ture upgrades at Hickam Air Force Base. 

SEC. 8079. (a) The Secretary of Defense, in co-
ordination with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, may carry out a program to 
distribute surplus dental and medical equipment 
of the Department of Defense, at no cost to the 
Department of Defense, to Indian Health Serv-
ice facilities and to federally-qualified health 
centers (within the meaning of section 
1905(l)(2)(B) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1396d(l)(2)(B))). 

(b) In carrying out this provision, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall give the Indian Health 
Service a property disposal priority equal to the 
priority given to the Department of Defense and 
its twelve special screening programs in distribu-
tion of surplus dental and medical supplies and 
equipment. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8080. Of the amounts appropriated in this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’, 
$155,572,000 shall be made available for the 
Arrow missile defense program: Provided, That 
of this amount, $37,383,000 shall be available for 
the purpose of producing Arrow missile compo-
nents in the United States and Arrow missile 
components and missiles in Israel to meet 
Israel’s defense requirements, consistent with 
each nation’s laws, regulations and procedures, 
$20,000,000 shall be available for risk mitigation 
and preliminary design activities for an upper- 
tier component to the Israeli Missile Defense Ar-

chitecture, and $37,000,000 shall be available for 
the Short Range Ballistic Missile Defense 
(SRBMD) program: Provided further, That 
funds made available under this provision for 
production of missiles and missile components 
may be transferred to appropriations available 
for the procurement of weapons and equipment, 
to be merged with and to be available for the 
same time period and the same purposes as the 
appropriation to which transferred: Provided 
further, That the transfer authority provided 
under this provision is in addition to any other 
transfer authority contained in this Act. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8081. Of the amounts appropriated in this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy’’, $511,474,000 shall be available 
until September 30, 2008, to fund prior year ship-
building cost increases: Provided, That upon en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall transfer such funds to the following ap-
propriations in the amounts specified: Provided 
further, That the amounts transferred shall be 
merged with and be available for the same pur-
poses as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred: 

To: 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conver-

sion, Navy, 2001/2008’’: 
Carrier Replacement Program, $336,475,000; 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conver-

sion, Navy, 2002/2008’’: 
New SSN, $45,000,000; 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conver-

sion, Navy, 2003/2008’’: 
New SSN, $40,000,000; 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conver-

sion, Navy, 2004/2008’’: 
New SSN, $24,000,000; and 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conver-

sion, Navy, 2005/2009’’: 
LPD–17 Amphibious Transport Dock Ship 

Program, $65,999,000. 
SEC. 8082. None of the funds available to the 

Department of Defense may be obligated to mod-
ify command and control relationships to give 
Fleet Forces Command administrative and oper-
ational control of U.S. Navy forces assigned to 
the Pacific fleet: Provided, That the command 
and control relationships which existed on Octo-
ber 1, 2004, shall remain in force unless changes 
are specifically authorized in a subsequent Act. 

SEC. 8083. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law or regulation, the Secretary of De-
fense may exercise the provisions of section 
7403(g) of title 38, United States Code, for occu-
pations listed in section 7403(a)(2) of title 38, 
United States Code, as well as the following: 

Pharmacists, Audiologists, Psychologists, So-
cial Workers, Othotists/Prosthetists, Occupa-
tional Therapists, Physical Therapists, Reha-
bilitation Therapists, Respiratory Therapists, 
Speech Pathologists, Dietitian/Nutritionists, In-
dustrial Hygienists, Psychology Technicians, 
Social Service Assistants, Practical Nurses, 
Nursing Assistants, and Dental Hygienists: 

(A) The requirements of section 7403(g)(1)(A) 
of title 38, United States Code, shall apply. 

(B) The limitations of section 7403(g)(1)(B) of 
title 38, United States Code, shall not apply. 

SEC. 8084. Funds appropriated by this Act, or 
made available by the transfer of funds in this 
Act, for intelligence activities are deemed to be 
specifically authorized by the Congress for pur-
poses of section 504 of the National Security Act 
of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) during fiscal year 2008 
until the enactment of the Intelligence Author-
ization Act for fiscal year 2008. 

SEC. 8085. None of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available for obligation or expendi-
ture through a reprogramming of funds that cre-
ates or initiates a new program, project, or ac-
tivity unless such program, project, or activity 
must be undertaken immediately in the interest 
of national security and only after written prior 
notification to the congressional defense com-
mittees. 

SEC. 8086. (a) In addition to the amounts pro-
vided elsewhere in this Act, the amount of 
$990,000 is hereby appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Army National Guard’’. Such amount 
shall be made available to the Secretary of the 
Army only to make a grant in the amount of 
$990,000 to the entity specified in subsection (b) 
to facilitate access by veterans to opportunities 
for skilled employment in the construction in-
dustry. 

(b) The entity referred to in subsection (a) is 
the Center for Military Recruitment, Assessment 
and Veterans Employment, a nonprofit labor- 
management co-operation committee provided 
for by section 302(c)(9) of the Labor-Manage-
ment Relations Act, 1947 (29 U.S.C. 186(c)(9)), 
for the purposes set forth in section 6(b) of the 
Labor Management Cooperation Act of 1978 (29 
U.S.C. 175a note). 

SEC. 8087. In addition to funds made available 
elsewhere in this Act, $5,500,000 is hereby appro-
priated and shall remain available until ex-
pended to provide assistance, by grant or other-
wise (such as, but not limited to, the provision 
of funds for repairs, maintenance, construction, 
and/or for the purchase of information tech-
nology, text books, teaching resources), to public 
schools that have unusually high concentra-
tions of special needs military dependents en-
rolled: Provided, That in selecting school sys-
tems to receive such assistance, special consider-
ation shall be given to school systems in States 
that are considered overseas assignments, and 
all schools within these school systems shall be 
eligible for assistance: Provided further, That 
up to 2 percent of the total appropriated funds 
under this section shall be available to support 
the administration and execution of the funds 
or program and/or events that promote the pur-
pose of this appropriation (e.g. payment of trav-
el and per diem of school teachers attending 
conferences or a meeting that promotes the pur-
pose of this appropriation and/or consultant fees 
for on-site training of teachers, staff, or Joint 
Venture Education Forum (JVEF) Committee 
members): Provided further, That up to 
$2,000,000 shall be available for the Department 
of Defense to establish a non-profit trust fund to 
assist in the public-private funding of public 
school repair and maintenance projects, or pro-
vide directly to non-profit organizations who in 
return will use these monies to provide assist-
ance in the form of repair, maintenance, or ren-
ovation to public school systems that have high 
concentrations of special needs military depend-
ents and are located in States that are consid-
ered overseas assignments: Provided further, 
That to the extent a Federal agency provides 
this assistance, by contract, grant, or otherwise, 
it may accept and expend non-Federal funds in 
combination with these Federal funds to provide 
assistance for the authorized purpose, if the 
non-Federal entity requests such assistance and 
the non-Federal funds are provided on a reim-
bursable basis. 

SEC. 8088. The Department of Defense and the 
Department of the Army shall make future 
budgetary and programming plans to fully fi-
nance the Non-Line of Sight Future Force can-
non (NLOS–C) and a compatible large caliber 
ammunition resupply capability for this system 
supported by the Future Combat Systems (FCS) 
Brigade Combat Team (BCT) in order to field 
this system in fiscal year 2010: Provided, That 
the Army shall develop the NLOS–C inde-
pendent of the broader FCS development 
timeline to achieve fielding by fiscal year 2010. 
In addition the Army will deliver eight combat 
operational pre-production NLOS–C systems by 
the end of calendar year 2008. These systems 
shall be in addition to those systems necessary 
for developmental and operational testing: Pro-
vided further, That the Army shall ensure that 
budgetary and programmatic plans will provide 
for no fewer than seven Stryker Brigade Combat 
Teams. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 04:25 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00085 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A06NO7.084 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12826 November 6, 2007 
SEC. 8089. In addition to the amounts appro-

priated or otherwise made available elsewhere in 
this Act, $62,700,000 is hereby appropriated to 
the Department of Defense: Provided, That the 
Secretary of Defense shall make grants in the 
amounts specified as follows: $20,000,000 to the 
United Service Organizations; $20,000,000 to the 
Red Cross; $5,000,000 for the SOAR Virtual 
School District; $3,500,000 for Harnett County/ 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina infrastructure im-
provements; $2,000,000 to The Presidio Trust; 
$1,200,000 to the National Bureau of Asian Re-
search; $4,800,000 to the Jamaica Bay Unit of 
Gateway National Recreation Area; $5,000,000 to 
the Paralympics Military Program; and, 
$1,200,000 to the Red Cross Consolidated Blood 
Services Facility. 

SEC. 8090. Up to $3,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Navy’’ in this Act for the Pacific 
Missile Range Facility may be made available to 
contract for the repair, maintenance, and oper-
ation of adjacent off-base water, drainage, and 
flood control systems, electrical upgrade to sup-
port additional missions critical to base oper-
ations, and support for a range footprint expan-
sion to further guard against encroachment. 

SEC. 8091. The budget of the President for fis-
cal year 2009 submitted to the Congress pursu-
ant to section 1105 of title 31, United States 
Code, shall include separate budget justification 
documents for costs of United States Armed 
Forces’ participation in contingency operations 
for the Military Personnel accounts, the Oper-
ation and Maintenance accounts, and the Pro-
curement accounts: Provided, That these docu-
ments shall include a description of the funding 
requested for each contingency operation, for 
each military service, to include all Active and 
Reserve components, and for each appropria-
tions account: Provided further, That these doc-
uments shall include estimated costs for each 
element of expense or object class, a reconcili-
ation of increases and decreases for each contin-
gency operation, and programmatic data includ-
ing, but not limited to, troop strength for each 
Active and Reserve component, and estimates of 
the major weapons systems deployed in support 
of each contingency: Provided further, That 
these documents shall include budget exhibits 
OP–5 and OP–32 (as defined in the Department 
of Defense Financial Management Regulation) 
for all contingency operations for the budget 
year and the two preceding fiscal years. 

SEC. 8092. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used for research, development, test, evalua-
tion, procurement or deployment of nuclear 
armed interceptors of a missile defense system. 

SEC. 8093. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available in this Act shall be used to re-
duce or disestablish the operation of the 53rd 
Weather Reconnaissance Squadron of the Air 
Force Reserve, if such action would reduce the 
WC–130 Weather Reconnaissance mission below 
the levels funded in this Act: Provided, That the 
Air Force shall allow the 53rd Weather Recon-
naissance Squadron to perform other missions in 
support of national defense requirements during 
the non-hurricane season. 

SEC. 8094. None of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available for integration of foreign 
intelligence information unless the information 
has been lawfully collected and processed dur-
ing the conduct of authorized foreign intel-
ligence activities: Provided, That information 
pertaining to United States persons shall only 
be handled in accordance with protections pro-
vided in the Fourth Amendment of the United 
States Constitution as implemented through Ex-
ecutive Order No. 12333. 

SEC. 8095. (a) At the time members of reserve 
components of the Armed Forces are called or 
ordered to active duty under section 12302(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, each member shall 
be notified in writing of the expected period dur-
ing which the member will be mobilized. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense may waive the 
requirements of subsection (a) in any case in 

which the Secretary determines that it is nec-
essary to do so to respond to a national security 
emergency or to meet dire operational require-
ments of the Armed Forces. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8096. The Secretary of Defense may 

transfer funds from any available Department 
of the Navy appropriation to any available 
Navy ship construction appropriation for the 
purpose of liquidating necessary changes result-
ing from inflation, market fluctuations, or rate 
adjustments for any ship construction program 
appropriated in law: Provided, That the Sec-
retary may transfer not to exceed $100,000,000 
under the authority provided by this section: 
Provided further, That the Secretary may not 
transfer any funds until 30 days after the pro-
posed transfer has been reported to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, unless a response 
from the Committees is received sooner: Provided 
further, That the transfer authority provided by 
this section is in addition to any other transfer 
authority contained elsewhere in this Act. 

SEC. 8097. (a) The total amount appropriated 
or otherwise made available in titles II, III and 
IV of this Act is hereby reduced by $506,900,000 
for contractor efficiencies. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall allocate 
this reduction proportionately to each budget 
activity, activity group, subactivity group, and 
each program, project, and activity within each 
applicable appropriation account. 

SEC. 8098. For purposes of section 612 of title 
41, United States Code, any subdivision of ap-
propriations made under the heading ‘‘Ship-
building and Conversion, Navy’’ that is not 
closed at the time reimbursement is made shall 
be available to reimburse the Judgment Fund 
and shall be considered for the same purposes as 
any subdivision under the heading ‘‘Ship-
building and Conversion, Navy’’ appropriations 
in the current fiscal year or any prior fiscal 
year. 

SEC. 8099. Hereafter, the Secretary of Defense 
may present promotional materials, including a 
United States flag, to any member of an Active 
or Reserve component under the Secretary’s ju-
risdiction who, as determined by the Secretary, 
participates in Operation Enduring Freedom or 
Operation Iraqi Freedom, along with other rec-
ognition items in conjunction with any week- 
long national observation and day of national 
celebration, if established by Presidential proc-
lamation, for any such members returning from 
such operations. 

SEC. 8100. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act may be used to transfer research and 
development, acquisition, or other program au-
thority relating to current tactical unmanned 
aerial vehicles (TUAVs) from the Army. 

(b) The Army shall retain responsibility for 
and operational control of the Extended Range 
Multi-Purpose (ERMP) Unmanned Aerial Vehi-
cle (UAV) in order to support the Secretary of 
Defense in matters relating to the employment of 
unmanned aerial vehicles. 

SEC. 8101. Of the funds provided in this Act, 
$10,000,000 shall be available for the operations 
and development of training and technology for 
the Joint Interagency Training and Education 
Center and the affiliated Center for National 
Response at the Memorial Tunnel and for pro-
viding homeland defense/security and tradi-
tional warfighting training to the Department of 
Defense, other Federal agency, and State and 
local first responder personnel at the Joint 
Interagency Training and Education Center. 

SEC. 8102. The authority to conduct a con-
tinuing cooperative program in the proviso in 
title II of Public Law 102–368 under the heading 
‘‘Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Defense Agencies’’ (106 Stat. 1121) shall be ex-
tended through September 30, 2009, in coopera-
tion with NELHA. 

SEC. 8103. Up to $12,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under the heading, ‘‘Operation and 

Maintenance, Navy’’ may be made available for 
the Asia Pacific Regional Initiative Program for 
the purpose of enabling the Pacific Command to 
execute Theater Security Cooperation activities 
such as humanitarian assistance, and payment 
of incremental and personnel costs of training 
and exercising with foreign security forces: Pro-
vided, That funds made available for this pur-
pose may be used, notwithstanding any other 
funding authorities for humanitarian assist-
ance, security assistance or combined exercise 
expenses: Provided further, That funds may not 
be obligated to provide assistance to any foreign 
country that is otherwise prohibited from receiv-
ing such type of assistance under any other pro-
vision of law. 

SEC. 8104. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, to reflect savings from revised 
economic assumptions, the total amount appro-
priated in title II of this Act is hereby reduced 
by $470,000,000, the total amount appropriated 
in title III of this Act is hereby reduced by 
$506,000,000, the total amount appropriated in 
title IV of this Act is hereby reduced by 
$367,000,000, and the total amount appropriated 
in title V of this Act is hereby reduced by 
$10,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary of De-
fense shall allocate this reduction proportion-
ally to each budget activity, activity group, sub-
activity group, and each program, project, and 
activity, within each appropriation account. 

SEC. 8105. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act available for the Civilian Health and 
Medical Program of the Uniformed Services 
(CHAMPUS) or TRICARE shall be available for 
the reimbursement of any health care provider 
for inpatient mental health service for care re-
ceived when a patient is referred to a provider 
of inpatient mental health care or residential 
treatment care by a medical or health care pro-
fessional having an economic interest in the fa-
cility to which the patient is referred: Provided, 
That this limitation does not apply in the case 
of inpatient mental health services provided 
under the program for persons with disabilities 
under subsection (d) of section 1079 of title 10, 
United States Code, provided as partial hospital 
care, or provided pursuant to a waiver author-
ized by the Secretary of Defense because of med-
ical or psychological circumstances of the pa-
tient that are confirmed by a health professional 
who is not a Federal employee after a review, 
pursuant to rules prescribed by the Secretary, 
which takes into account the appropriate level 
of care for the patient, the intensity of services 
required by the patient, and the availability of 
that care. 

SEC. 8106. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law or regulation, the Secretary of De-
fense may adjust wage rates for civilian employ-
ees hired for certain health care occupations as 
authorized for the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
by section 7455 of title 38, United States Code. 

SEC. 8107. Supervision and administration 
costs associated with a construction project 
funded with appropriations available for oper-
ation and maintenance, Afghanistan Security 
Forces Fund, or Iraq Security Forces Fund, and 
executed in direct support of the Global War on 
Terrorism only in Iraq and Afghanistan, may be 
obligated at the time a construction contract is 
awarded: Provided, That for the purpose of this 
section, supervision and administration costs in-
clude all in-house Government costs. 

SEC. 8108. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act for programs of the Office of the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence shall remain avail-
able for obligation beyond the current fiscal 
year, except for funds appropriated for research 
and technology, which shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

SEC. 8109. For purposes of section 1553(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, any subdivision of 
appropriations made in this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ shall 
be considered to be for the same purpose as any 
subdivision under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding 
and Conversion, Navy’’ appropriations in any 
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prior fiscal year, and the one percent limitation 
shall apply to the total amount of the appro-
priation. 

SEC. 8110. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, that not more than 35 percent of 
funds provided in this Act for environmental re-
mediation may be obligated under indefinite de-
livery/indefinite quantity contracts with a total 
contract value of $130,000,000 or higher. 

SEC. 8111. The Secretary of Defense shall cre-
ate a major force program category for space for 
the Future Years Defense Program of the De-
partment of Defense. The Secretary of Defense 
shall designate an official in the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense to provide overall super-
vision of the preparation and justification of 
program recommendations and budget proposals 
to be included in such major force program cat-
egory. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8112. In addition to funds made available 

elsewhere in this Act, there is hereby appro-
priated $150,000,000, to remain available until 
transferred: Provided, That these funds are ap-
propriated to the ‘‘Tanker Replacement Trans-
fer Fund’’ (referred to as ‘‘the Fund’’ elsewhere 
in this section): Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of the Air Force may transfer amounts in 
the Fund to ‘‘Operation and Maintenance, Air 
Force’’, ‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Air Force’’, and 
‘‘Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Air Force’’, only for the purposes of proceeding 
with a tanker acquisition program: Provided 
further, That funds transferred shall be merged 
with and be available for the same purposes and 
for the same time period as the appropriation or 
fund to which transferred: Provided further, 
That this transfer authority is in addition to 
any other transfer authority available to the 
Department of Defense: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Air Force shall, not fewer 
than 15 days prior to making transfers using 
funds provided in this section, notify the con-
gressional defense committees in writing of the 
details of any such transfer: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall submit a report no later 
than 30 days after the end of each fiscal quarter 
to the congressional defense committees summa-
rizing the details of the transfer of funds from 
this appropriation. 

SEC. 8113. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this or any other 
Act shall be obligated or expended by the United 
States Government for a purpose as follows: 

(1) To establish any military installation or 
base for the purpose of providing for the perma-
nent stationing of United States Armed Forces 
in Iraq. 

(2) To exercise United States control over any 
oil resource of Iraq. 

SEC. 8114. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used in contravention of the fol-
lowing laws enacted or regulations promulgated 
to implement the United Nations Convention 
Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment (done at 
New York on December 10, 1984): 

(1) Section 2340A of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(2) Section 2242 of the Foreign Affairs Reform 
and Restructuring Act of 1998 (division G of 
Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681–822; 8 U.S.C. 
1231 note) and regulations prescribed thereto, 
including regulations under part 208 of title 8, 
Code of Federal Regulations, and part 95 of title 
22, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(3) Sections 1002 and 1003 of the Department 
of Defense, Emergency Supplemental Appropria-
tions to Address Hurricanes in the Gulf of Mex-
ico, and Pandemic Influenza Act, 2006 (Public 
Law 109–148). 

SEC. 8115. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to pay negotiated indirect 
cost rates on a contract, grant, or cooperative 
agreement (or similar arrangement) entered into 
by the Department of Defense and an entity in 

excess of 35 percent of the total cost of the con-
tract, grant, or agreement (or similar arrange-
ment): Provided, That this limitation shall 
apply only to contracts, grants, or cooperative 
agreements entered into after the date of the en-
actment of this Act using funds made available 
in this Act for fiscal year 2008 for basic research. 

SEC. 8116. Any request for funds for a fiscal 
year after fiscal year 2008 for an ongoing mili-
tary operation overseas, including operations in 
Afghanistan and Iraq, shall be included in the 
annual budget of the President for such fiscal 
year as submitted to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code. 

SEC. 8117. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be ob-
ligated or expended to provide award fees to any 
defense contractor contrary to the provisions of 
section 814 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109–364). 

SEC. 8118. From amounts appropriated in this 
or previous Acts making appropriations for the 
Department of Defense which remain available 
for obligation, up to $20,000,000 may be trans-
ferred by the Secretary of the Navy to the Sec-
retary of the Department of the Interior for any 
expenses associated with the construction of the 
USS ARIZONA Memorial Museum and Visitors 
Center. 

SEC. 8119. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Department of Defense shall 
complete work on the destruction of the United 
States stockpile of lethal chemical agents and 
munitions, including those stored at Blue Grass 
Army Depot, Kentucky, and Pueblo Chemical 
Depot, Colorado, by the deadline established by 
the Chemical Weapons Convention, and in no 
circumstances later than December 31, 2017. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) Not later than December 31, 2007, and 

every 180 days thereafter, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the parties described in 
paragraph (2) a report on the progress of the 
Department of Defense toward compliance with 
this section. 

(2) The parties referred to in paragraph (1) 
are the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
the Majority and Minority Leaders of the House 
of Representatives, the Majority and Minority 
Leaders of the Senate, and the congressional de-
fense committees. 

(3) Each report submitted under paragraph (1) 
shall include the updated and projected annual 
funding levels necessary to achieve full compli-
ance with this section. The projected funding 
levels for each report shall include a detailed ac-
counting of the complete life-cycle costs for each 
of the chemical disposal projects. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘Chemical Weap-
ons Convention’’ means the Convention on the 
Prohibition of Development, Production, Stock-
piling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on 
Their Destruction, with annexes, done at Paris, 
January 13, 1993, and entered into force April 
29, 1997 (T. Doc. 103–21). 

SEC. 8120. Paragraph 1(b) of Rule XXXV of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate is amended by 
adding at the end the following: ‘‘It is not a gift 
for a Member (or a Senate employee making a 
reservation for that Member) to make more than 
one reservation on scheduled flights with par-
ticipating airlines when such action assists the 
Member in conducting official business.’’. 

SEC. 8121. Not later than 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the Internet website of the Depart-
ment of Defense a direct link to the Internet 
website of the Office of Inspector General of the 
Department of Defense. 

SEC. 8122. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, and in addition to amounts other-
wise made available by this Act, there is appro-
priated $11,630,000,000 for the ‘‘Mine Resistant 
Ambush Protected Vehicle Fund’’, to remain 
available until September 30, 2008. 

(b) The funds provided by subsection (a) shall 
be available to the Secretary of Defense to con-

tinue technological research and development 
and upgrades, to procure Mine Resistant Am-
bush Protected vehicles and associated support 
equipment, and to sustain, transport, and field 
Mine Resistant Ambush Protected vehicles. 

(c)(1) The Secretary of Defense shall transfer 
funds provided by subsection (a) to appropria-
tions for operation and maintenance; procure-
ment; and research, development, test and eval-
uation to accomplish the purposes specified in 
subsection (b). Such transferred funds shall be 
merged with and be available for the same pur-
poses and for the same time period as the appro-
priation to which they are transferred. 

(2) The transfer authority provided by this 
subsection shall be in addition to any other 
transfer authority available to the Department 
of Defense. 

(3) The Secretary of Defense shall, not less 
than 5 days prior to making any transfer under 
this subsection, notify the congressional defense 
committees in writing of the details of the trans-
fer. 

(d) The amount provided by this section is 
designated as an emergency requirement and 
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 204 of S. Con. 
Res. 21 (110th Congress), the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2008. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Defense Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

DIVISION B—FURTHER CONTINUING 
APPROPRIATIONS, 2008 

SEC. 101. Public Law 110–92 is amended by 
striking the date specified in section 106(3) and 
inserting ‘‘December 14, 2007’’. 

SEC. 102. Public Law 110–92 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sections: 

‘‘SEC. 151. The authority provided by section 
113(e) of the Dairy Production Stabilization Act 
of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 4504(e)) shall continue in effect 
through the date specified in section 106(3) of 
this joint resolution. 

‘‘SEC. 152. Notwithstanding section 101, 
amounts are provided for ‘Department of Com-
merce—Bureau of the Census—Periodic Cen-
suses and Programs’ at a rate for operations of 
$1,025,398,000. 

‘‘SEC. 153. Any obligation made pursuant to 
this joint resolution prior to the enactment of 
the Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 
2008 that relates to an amount provided in title 
IX of division A of Public Law 109–289, but is 
not chargeable under section 107 of this joint 
resolution to an appropriation, fund, or author-
ization contained in such 2008 Act, is designated 
as an emergency requirement and necessary to 
meet emergency needs pursuant to subsections 
(a) and (b) of section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 
(110th Congress), the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2008. 

‘‘SEC. 154. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this joint resolution, there is appro-
priated for payment to Charles Davis, widower 
of Jo Ann Davis, a late Representative from the 
State of Virginia, $165,200. 

‘‘SEC. 155. Notwithstanding section 101, 
amounts are provided for the following accounts 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs at the fol-
lowing rates for operations: ‘Veterans Health 
Administration—Medical Services’, 
$27,167,671,000; ‘Veterans Health Administra-
tion—Medical Administration’, $3,442,000,000; 
‘Veterans Health Administration—Medical Fa-
cilities’, $3,592,000,000; ‘Veterans Health Admin-
istration—Medical and Prosthetic Research’, 
$411,000,000; ‘Departmental Administration— 
General Operating Expenses’, $1,471,837,000; 
‘Departmental Administration—National Ceme-
tery Administration’, $166,809,000; ‘Depart-
mental Administration—Office of Inspector Gen-
eral’, $72,599,000; ‘Departmental Administra-
tion—Information Technology Systems’, 
$1,859,217,000; ‘Departmental Administration— 
Construction, Major Projects’, $727,400,000; ‘De-
partmental Administration—Construction, 
Minor Projects’, $233,396,000; ‘Departmental Ad-
ministration—Grants for Construction of State 
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Extended Care Facilities’, $85,000,000; and ‘De-
partmental Administration—Grants for Con-
struction of State Veterans Cemeteries’, 
$32,000,000. 

‘‘SEC. 156. Section 44303(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, shall be applied by substituting the 
date specified in section 106(3) of this joint reso-
lution for ‘December 31, 2006’. 

‘‘SEC. 157. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this joint resolution, and in addition to 
amounts otherwise available by this joint resolu-
tion, there is appropriated $329,000,000 for ‘De-
partment of Agriculture—Forest Service— 
Wildland Fire Management’, to remain avail-
able until expended. Of such funds— 

‘‘(1) $110,000,000 shall be available for emer-
gency wildfire suppression; 

‘‘(2) $100,000,000 shall be used within 15 days 
of the enactment of this section for repayment to 
other accounts from which such funds were 
transferred in fiscal year 2007 for wildfire sup-
pression so that all such transfers for fiscal year 
2007 are fully repaid; 

‘‘(3) $80,000,000 shall be available for haz-
ardous fuels reduction and hazard mitigation 
activities, of which $30,000,000 is available for 
work on State and private lands using all the 
authorities available to the Forest Service; 

‘‘(4) $25,000,000 shall be available for rehabili-
tation and restoration of Federal lands; and 

‘‘(5) $14,000,000 shall be available for recon-
struction and construction of Federal facilities 
and may be transferred to and merged with 
‘Forest Service—Capital Improvement and 
Maintenance’. 

‘‘(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this joint resolution, and in addition to amounts 
otherwise available by this joint resolution, 
there is appropriated $171,000,000 for ‘Depart-
ment of the Interior—Bureau of Land Manage-
ment—Wildland Fire Management’, to remain 
available until expended. Of such funds— 

‘‘(1) $40,000,000 shall be available for emer-
gency wildfire suppression; 

‘‘(2) $115,000,000 shall be used within 30 days 
of enactment of this section for repayment to 
other accounts from which such funds were 
transferred in fiscal year 2007 for wildfire sup-
pression so that all such transfers for fiscal year 
2007 are fully repaid; 

‘‘(3) $10,000,000 shall be available for haz-
ardous fuels reduction activities; and 

‘‘(4) $6,000,000 shall be available for rehabili-
tation and restoration of Federal lands. 

‘‘(c) Each amount provided by this section is 
designated as an emergency requirement and 
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 204 of S. Con. 
Res. 21 (110th Congress), the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2008. 

‘‘SEC. 158. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this joint resolution, and in addition to 
amounts otherwise made available by this joint 
resolution, there is appropriated $2,900,000,000 
for ‘Department of Homeland Security—Federal 
Emergency Management Agency—Disaster Re-
lief’, to remain available until expended. 

‘‘(b) The amount provided by this section is 
designated as an emergency requirement and 
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 204 of S. Con. 
Res. 21 (110th Congress), the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2008. 

‘‘SEC. 159. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this joint resolution, and in addition to 
amounts otherwise made available by this joint 
resolution, there is appropriated $3,000,000,000 
for ‘Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—Community Planning and Development— 
Community Development Fund’, to remain 
available until expended, to enable the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development to 
make a grant or grants to the State of Louisiana 
solely for the purpose of covering costs associ-
ated with otherwise uncompensated but eligible 
claims that were filed on or before July 31, 2007 
under the Road Home program administered by 
the State in accordance with plans approved by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(b) In allocating funds under this section, 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall ensure that such funds serve only to 
supplement and not supplant any other State or 
Federal resources committed to the Road Home 
program. No funds shall be drawn from the 
Treasury under this section beyond those nec-
essary to fulfill the exclusive purpose of this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(c) The amount provided by this section is 
designated as an emergency requirement and 
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 204 of S. Con. 
Res. 21 (110th Congress), the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2008.’’. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN P. MURTHA, 
NORMAN D. DICKS, 
PETER J. VISCLOSKY, 
JAMES P. MORAN, 
MARCY KAPTUR, 
BUD CRAMER, 
ALLEN BOYD, 
STEVEN R. ROTHMAN, 
SANFORD D. BISHOP, Jr., 
DAVID OBEY, 
BILL YOUNG, 
DAVE HOBSON, 
R.P. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
TODD TIAHRT, 
ROGER F. WICKER, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
TOM HARKIN, 
BYRON L. DORGAN, 
DICK DURBIN, 
DIANNE FEINSTEIN, 
BARBARA A. MIKULSKI, 
HERB KOHL, 
PATTY MURRAY, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT 

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

The managers on the part of the House and 
the Senate at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
3222), making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
submit the following joint statement to the 
House and the Senate in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon by the man-
agers and recommended in the accom-
panying conference report. 

The conference agreement on the Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Act, 2008, in-
corporates some of the provisions of both the 
House and Senate versions of the bill. The 
language and allocations set forth in House 
Report 110–279 and Senate Report 110–155 
should be complied with unless specifically 
addressed to the contrary in the accom-
panying bill and statement of the managers. 

The Senate amendment deleted the entire 
House bill after the enacting clause and in-
serted new language. The conference agree-
ment includes revised language. 

DEFINITION OF PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND 
ACTIVITY 

The conferees agree that for the purposes 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985 (Public Law 99–177) as 
amended by the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Reaffirmation Act of 
1987 (Public Law 100–119) and by the Budget 
Enforcement Act of 1990 (Public Law 101–508), 
the term program, project, and activity for 
appropriations contained in this Act shall be 
defined as the most specific level of budget 
items identified in the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act, 2008, the accom-
panying House and Senate Committee re-

ports, the conference report and accom-
panying joint explanatory statement of the 
managers of the committee of conference, 
the related classified annexes and reports, 
and the P–1 and R–1 budget justification doc-
uments as subsequently modified by Con-
gressional action. The following exception to 
the above definition shall apply: for the Mili-
tary Personnel and the Operation and Main-
tenance accounts, for which the term ‘pro-
gram, project, and activity’ is defined as the 
appropriations accounts contained in the De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Act. 

At the time the President submits his 
budget for fiscal year 2009, the conferees di-
rect the Department of Defense to transmit 
to the congressional defense committees 
budget justification documents to be known 
as the ‘M–1’ and ‘O–1’ which shall identify, at 
the budget activity, activity group, and sub-
activity group level, the amounts requested 
by the President to be appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel and operation and maintenance in 
any budget request, or amended budget re-
quest, for fiscal year 2009. 

FISCAL MANAGEMENT 
The conferees are concerned that there has 

been an erosion of fiscal discipline within 
the Department of Defense and recommend 
that the Secretary of Defense re-establish a 
thorough and deliberative process for assess-
ing and prioritizing resource requirements. 
With regard to budget execution, the con-
ferees direct the Department to cease the re-
allocation of funds through a re-baselining 
procedure, and further direct the Depart-
ment to comply fully with all reprogram-
ming procedures. The conferees have re-
tained and modified a general provision, as 
proposed by the House, which requires the 
Department to submit DD 1414 documents 
within 60 days after the enactment of this 
Act. In addition, the provision prohibits the 
Department from executing any reprogram-
ming or transfer of funds for any purpose 
other than originally appropriated until the 
aforementioned report is submitted to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

Beginning in fiscal year 2008, the conferees 
direct incremental changes to reprogram-
ming guidelines in the operation and mainte-
nance appropriations. The conferees believe 
that a revision is necessary given the unique 
nature of activities funded within these ap-
propriations, continuing concerns about 
force readiness, and recent budget execution 
within these accounts. If there is no im-
provement in the execution of operation and 
maintenance funding as budgeted, further 
change to reprogramming thresholds and 
guidelines will be considered next year. The 
specific revisions to current reprogramming 
procedures are addressed later in this report 
in Title II, Operation and Maintenance. 

CONTRACTED SERVICES AND ACQUISITION 
MANAGEMENT 

The Department lacks accountability and 
management of its contracted services. Over 
the past several years, DoD has increasingly 
relied on private sector contractors, but it 
has not provided sufficient management 
oversight of its contractors. To improve con-
tract management oversight, the conferees 
direct the Department to provide more ro-
bust staffing of contractor management and 
oversight personnel, for which the following 
additional funding has been provided: 

Defense Contract Audit 
Agency ............................ +$10,000,000 

Defense Contract Manage-
ment Agency .................. +14,000,000 

Defense Inspector General +24,000,000 

In addition, the conferees believe that the 
Department must improve its management 
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of contract services by instituting clear ac-
countability mechanisms; instituting unam-
biguous and short chains of command to the 
most-senior decision makers; and improving 
the tracking and reporting of contract serv-
ice costs and management of contract serv-
ice performance. The conferees encourage 
the Department of Defense to increase its 
use of GSA Acquisition Services for its con-
tracting in appropriate instances. In order to 
track improvement in this area, the con-
ferees direct the Director of Defense Pro-
curement and Acquisition Policy for the 
Under Secretary of Acquisition, Technology 
and Logistics to submit biannual reports to 
the congressional defense committees re-
garding: the Department’s efforts to increase 
its use of GSA for contracting and procure-
ment activities; and, how the Department 
and GSA can further collaborate to decrease 
defense contracting costs and reliance on 

contract personnel for activities that are in-
herently governmental in nature. The con-
ference agreement does not provide for the 
transfer of any GSA employees to the De-
partment of Defense. 

MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR CONTRACTED 
SECURITY SERVICE PERSONNEL 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De-
fense to develop, no later than 90 days after 
the enactment of this Act, uniform min-
imum personnel standards for all contract 
personnel operating under contracts, sub-
contracts or task orders performing private 
security functions. The standards, at a min-
imum, must include determinations about 
contractors using personnel with criminal 
histories; must determine the eligibility of 
all private contract personnel to possess and 
carry firearms; and determine what assess-
ments of medical and mental fitness of con-

tracted security personnel must be under-
taken. The Secretary of Defense shall de-
velop a mechanism for contract account-
ability that specifies consequences for non-
compliance with the personnel standards, in-
cluding fines, denial of contractual obliga-
tions or contract rescission. Finally, the 
Secretary is directed to establish a clear set 
of rules of engagement for all contracted se-
curity personnel operating in the Iraq and 
Afghanistan theaters of operations. The Sec-
retary shall submit the prescribed standards 
to the congressional defense committees 
once the 90-day period referenced above is 
completed. 

CLASSIFIED ANNEX 

Adjustments to classified programs are ad-
dressed in the classified annex accompanying 
this report. 
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RESERVE COMPONENT BUDGET STRUCTURE 

The conferees recognize the advantages of 
a consolidated budget activity (BA) in pro-
viding additional spending flexibility to the 
reserve components, particularly in light of 
the evolving mobilization and training needs 
resulting from operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. However, while notionally sup-
portive of the concept, the conferees note 
with concern that many reserve components 
continue to realign significant amounts of 
funding within the single BA structure and, 
for this reason, have refrained from making 
the consolidated structure permanent. Ac-
cordingly, the conferees direct each of the 
reserve components to continue providing 
quarterly reports to the congressional de-
fense committees showing transfers between 
line items within the military personnel ap-
propriations. The reports will provide sepa-
rate explanations for all transfers in and out 
of each appropriation line item that equal, 
exceed, or cumulate to $5,000,000. Reports 
will provide a beginning and ending total by 
line item and will be due 30 days following 
the end of each quarter. Reserve component 

fiscal year 2009 budget requests for military 
personnel may be submitted using the con-
solidated budget activity structure. 

Further, the lack of transparency over 
total compensation costs for the reserve 
components remains a concern. The con-
ferees reiterate their desire for the Depart-
ment of Defense to develop an effective and 
substantive reporting mechanism to dissemi-
nate this information to the appropriate con-
gressional committees. 

PAID INACTIVE DUTY TRAINING (IDT) TRAVEL 

The conferees support the selective use of 
paid Inactive Duty Training (IDT) travel to 
help mitigate critical skills shortages and to 
assist those members of the Selected Reserve 
who have been adversely impacted by the 
2005 Base Realignment and Closure rec-
ommendations. Accordingly, the conferees 
encourage the Department of Defense to in-
clude in its fiscal year 2009 budget request 
funding for paid IDT travel as deemed nec-
essary to meet personnel requirements. 

TROOPS-TO-NURSES TEACHERS (TNT) 
PROGRAM 

The conferees remain concerned over re-
cruitment and retention levels for nurses in 
the military and believe that the national 
nursing shortage exacerbates the situation. 
Given our current wartime environment, ad-
ditional efforts must be taken to attract and 
retain qualified personnel. The Military 
Medical Commands cannot afford to leave 
nursing billets vacant due to difficulties in 
recruiting and retention. In July 2007, the 
Department submitted the Report to Con-
gress on the Impact of the Nursing Shortage 
on the Military Healthcare Delivery System. 
This report details incentives and rec-
ommendations to improve recruitment and 
retention of experienced nurses, including 
the Troops-to-Nurse Teachers (TNT) Pro-
gram. The conferees direct the military serv-
ices to utilize available resources for these 
programs in an attempt to reverse this trend 
in Military Treatment Facilities and provide 
a report to the congressional defense com-
mittees by February 29, 2008, on these ef-
forts. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12846 November 6, 2007 
REVIEW OF AIR FORCE END STRENGTH 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Air Force to conduct a thorough review of 
its total force end strength requirements and 

provide a report to the congressional defense 
committees in conjunction with the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2009 budget request. The re-
port should explain the capabilities that the 
current force structure provides, the nature 

of any shortfalls for new and emerging mis-
sions, and an explanation on how the Air 
Force could balance the budgetary demands 
necessary to implement any corrective pol-
icy action within its own budget. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12860 November 6, 2007 
The conferees agree to impose new re-

programming guidelines within the oper-
ation and maintenance appropriations to en-
sure better accountability, as recommended 
by the House. The conferees believe that 
such revisions are necessary given the 
unique nature of activities funded within 
these appropriations, continuing concerns 
about force readiness, and recent budget exe-
cution within these accounts. Specifically, 
the conferees direct: 

(1) with respect to service operation and 
maintenance accounts, that the Department 
shall submit prior approval reprogramming 
requests to the congressional defense com-
mittees for proposed transfers of funds in ex-
cess of $15,000,000, to or from the levels speci-
fied for budget activities. 

In addition, the Department shall follow 
prior approval reprogramming procedures for 
transfers in excess of $15,000,000 out of the 
following budget subactivities: 

Operation and Maintenance, Army 

Land Forces Depot Maintenance 

Operation and Maintenance, Navy 

Navy Aircraft Depot Maintenance 
Navy Ship Depot Maintenance 

Operation and Maintenance, Marine Corps 

Marine Corps Depot Maintenance 

Operation and Maintenance, Air Force 

Air Operations Depot Maintenance 
Mobility Operations Depot Maintenance 
Basic Skills/Training Depot Maintenance 
Logistics Operations Depot Maintenance 
Further, the Department shall provide 

written notifications of cumulative transfers 

in excess of $15,000,000 out of the following 
budget subactivities: 

Operation and Maintenance, Army 

Maneuver units 
Modular support brigades 
Land forces operations support 
Force readiness operations support 
Base operations support 

Operation and Maintenance, Air Force 

Primary combat forces 
Combat enhancement forces 
Combat communications 
(2) with respect to Operation and Mainte-

nance, Defense-Wide (O&M,DW), that pro-
posed transfers of funds to or from the levels 
specified for defense agencies in excess of 
$15,000,000 shall be subject to prior approval 
reprogramming procedures. In addition, the 
Department shall provide written notifica-
tion of cumulative transfers in excess of 
$15,000,000 or 20 percent, whichever is less, 
out of the following line items identified in 
the Operation and Maintenance, Defense- 
Wide project level table contained in the 
conference report: 

Defense Legal Service Agency 
Office of the Secretary of Defense 

Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
programs 

Personnel and Readiness 
Comptroller and Chief Financial Officer 
Under Secretary of Defense (Intelligence) 
Under Secretary of Defense (Policy) 
Director, Program Analysis and Evalua-

tion 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Networks 

and Information Integration). 

A congressional interest item contained in 
Operation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide is 
defined only as a specific increase provided 
by the conferees. 

The conferees expect that these new guide-
lines will provide more effective oversight by 
the congressional defense committees and 
lead to better financial management within 
the Department. 

JUSTIFICATION OF FUNDING FOR NAMED 
OPERATIONS 

The conferees retain a general provision as 
proposed by the Senate requiring the Presi-
dent’s budget request include separate budg-
et justification documents for the costs of 
the Armed Forces participating in contin-
gency operations. The conferees find that 
justification material provided in previous 
years has varied greatly and has not pro-
vided Congress with the level of detail re-
quired by this provision. The conferees direct 
the Department of Defense to abide by the 
requirements of the general provision and in-
clude this level of detail in one concise jus-
tification book for all operations, other than 
Operations Enduring Freedom and Iraqi 
Freedom. The conferees further direct that 
the justification book continue to provide 
data on operations identified for fiscal year 
2008, but also identify existing or on-going 
named operations outside the Continental 
United States or in support of any global op-
eration (including those led by other partner 
nations) where the cost of such named oper-
ation exceeds $100,000,000 or is staffed by 
more than 1,000 U.S. military personnel. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H12869 November 6, 2007 
IMPACT OF REBASING 

The conferees provide $615,700,000 to sup-
port the Army’s efforts to address the im-
pact of rebasing activities, particularly as 
large numbers of service members are re-sta-
tioned from overseas bases to bases in the 
United States. The Army is to allocate 
$615,700,000 on a prioritized project-by- 
project basis, as best determined by mission 
requirements from the projects identified in 

House Report 110–279. The Army is required 
to report the funding allocation to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
prior to obligating funds. 

WARRIOR TRANSITION UNIT SUPPORT FOR THE 
4/25TH AIRBORNE BRIGADE COMBAT TEAM 

The conferees agree to provide $3,000,000 for 
additional case workers, occupational thera-
pists, and other health care specialists, as 

well as additional representatives from the 
Traumatic Service Members Group Life In-
surance (TSGLI) Program and other pro-
grams to assist with compensation and other 
redeployment administrative requirements. 
The funding is intended to address concerns 
raised by returning and injured service mem-
bers of the 4/25th Brigade Combat Team (Air-
borne) and their families. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12880 November 6, 2007 
TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM PROCUREMENT, 

MARINE CORPS 

The Senate recommendation included a 
transfer of $147,388,000 into Operation and 
Maintenance, Marine Corps from Procure-
ment, Marine Corps for trailers included in 
its Grow the Force initiative. However, the 

Marine Corps has since determined that half 
of the trailer requirement should be funded 
in Procurement, Marine Corps and half in 
Operation and Maintenance, Marine Corps. 
Further, of the amount remaining in Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Marine Corps, 
$11,800,000 is executable in fiscal year 2008. 
Therefore, the conference agreement in-

cludes $79,900,000, of which $11,800,000 fully 
funds the requirement for trailers in the 
Base Operations subactivity group and trans-
fers the remaining $68,100,000 to the Facili-
ties Sustainment, Restoration and Mod-
ernization subactivity group to help address 
unfunded needs. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12888 November 6, 2007 
EXCESS ON-ORDER INVENTORY 

The House recommended that the Air 
Force reduce excess on-order inventory by 
instituting measures to ensure Air Force in-
ventory management specialists are fol-
lowing excess on-order termination proce-
dures. The conferees commend the Air Force 

for taking immediate action to comply with 
this direction. 

OVERSTATEMENT OF FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, 
RESTORATION AND MODERNIZATION REQUIRE-
MENTS 

The conferees recommend that the Deputy 
Under Secretary of Defense for Installations 

and Environment review the Air Force’s 
computation of Facilities Sustainment, Res-
toration and Modernization (FSRM) require-
ments and ensure that the Air Force’s FSRM 
request for fiscal year 2009 properly reflects 
plant replacement value and inflation. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H12895 November 6, 2007 
The conference agreement provides not 

less than $582,643,000 for the Combatant Com-
mander’s Exercise Engagement and Training 
Transformation program. In addition, the 
conferees agree to include not less than 
$3,600,000 for centers within the Procurement 
Technical Assistance Cooperative Agreement 
Program. 

In order to ensure sufficient funds are 
available for the Department to enhance its 
efforts to improve fiscal management and 
oversight, the conferees agree to provide not 
less than $41,203,000 for the Office of the Un-
dersecretary of Defense, Comptroller and 
Chief Financial Officer. 

The conference agreement deletes a provi-
sion proposed by the House relating to rates 
and charges of the Defense Security Service. 

OPERATION JUMP START 

The conferees recognize National Guard 
contributions to improve border security as 
part of Operation Jump Start. The Guard un-
dertook this mission as an interim operation 
until additional Department of Homeland 
Security personnel and resources could be 
deployed to secure the borders. The conferees 
understand that the National Guard mission 
will continue until July 2008 at force levels 
of about 3,000 guardsmen and have provided 
$247,000,000 to fund this requirement for the 
first six months of the fiscal year. 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE 

PERSONNEL AND READINESS 

COMBATANT COMMANDER’S EXERCISE, ENGAGE-
MENT AND TRAINING TRANSFORMATION (CE2T2) 

The conferees adopt the House’s proposed 
consolidation of various joint training pro-
grams, including the joint exercise program 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the services’ in-
cremental costs associated with the joint ex-
ercise program and the services’ joint na-
tional training capability. The conference 
agreement reflects the following adjust-
ments to the budget request: 

Budget request .................. $233,641,000 
Recommended transfers: ...

Joint exercise program, 
TJS .............................. +245,075,000 

Services joint national 
training capability 
(O&M) .......................... +42,100,000 

Services joint exercise 
program incremental 
costs ............................ +81,827,000 

Recommended adjust-
ments: .............................
Anticipated efficiencies 

and program savings ... ¥20,000,000 
TOTAL, CE2T2 ................... 582,643,000 

The conference agreement does not con-
solidate the research, development, test and 

evaluation and procurement activities of the 
joint national training capability that are 
funded within the services’ budgets. The con-
ferees expect, however, that such funds shall 
be expended in support of the consolidated 
Combatant Commander’s Exercise, Engage-
ment and Training Transformation Program 
and the Joint National Training Capability. 

The conferees reiterate that the Depart-
ment shall not increase administrative over-
head costs or civilian or military positions 
associated with the operation and manage-
ment of the joint training portfolio. The De-
partment shall provide to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations, with-
in 60 days of enactment of this Act, an anal-
ysis of funds and personnel to be transferred 
to effect the consolidation. 

FAMILY ADVOCACY PROGRAMS 

The conferees agree to provide a total of 
$399,993,500 for family advocacy programs 
(FAP) in fiscal year 2008. The conferees be-
lieve that the additional funding provided 
will enhance the activities of FAP and pro-
vide for children and families managing the 
difficult challenges of military service. The 
conferees are cognizant of and concerned 
about the growing need for family members 
to have access to professional counseling to 
help alleviate the mental stresses associated 
with deployments. The conferees believe 
that programs such as FAP directly affect 
military retention and are essential to the 
health and welfare of our troops, their fami-
lies, and the communities in which they live. 

Due to the importance of family advocacy 
programs, the conferees provide additional 
funding to increase access to family support 
programs. With multiple deployments, it is 
important to continually reach out to multi-
faceted organizations that provide support 
services. Therefore, not later than 90 days 
after enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on mechanisms 
for expanding public-private partnerships 
with military and family organizations for 
the purpose of increasing access to family 
support, especially for the minor dependent 
children of deployed service members. Prior 
to submission of the report, the Secretary 
shall consult with military family advocacy 
organizations, and include the comments of 
such organizations within the required re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees. 

This report shall identify the following: 
(A) the adjustment needs of minor children 

of deployed service personnel, including chil-
dren whose parents or guardians have experi-
enced multiple deployments; 

(B) alternative support and recreational 
activities which have been shown to be effec-

tive in improving coping skills in young chil-
dren of deployed service members; 

(C) support networks beyond educational 
settings that have been effective in address-
ing the needs of children of deployed service 
members, to include summer and after- 
school recreational, sports and cultural ac-
tivities; 

(D) programs which can be accessed with-
out charge to military families; 

(E) gaps in services for minor dependent 
children of deployed personnel; and, 

(F) opportunities for expanding public and 
private partnerships in support of such pro-
grams. 

Additionally, not later than 90 days after 
submission of the report described above, the 
Secretary shall submit a plan to the congres-
sional defense committees to address the 
needs and gaps in services identified in the 
report. Such a plan shall also address the 
comments and recommendations of military 
family advocacy organizations. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS HANDLING PROCEDURES 

The conferees direct that not later than 90 
days after enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretary of En-
ergy shall jointly submit a classified report 
to the congressional defense committees and 
to the Subcommittees on Energy and Water 
Development of the Senate and House Com-
mittees on Appropriations on the policies 
and procedures governing the storage and lo-
gistic movement of U.S. nuclear weapons and 
nuclear components through all phases of 
the nuclear weapons cycle. The report shall 
include a review of all items listed in section 
8106 of the Senate bill. 

WESTERN HEMISPHERE INSTITUTE FOR 
SECURITY COOPERATION 

The conferees support the mandate of the 
Western Hemisphere Institute for Security 
Cooperation (the Institute) to be a trans-
parent and democratic institution. To pro-
mote such transparency and democratic val-
ues, the conferees direct the Institute to pro-
vide to the congressional defense committees 
in classified format the names of all students 
and instructors at the Institute for fiscal 
years 2005 and 2006. The list shall include all 
names, including but not limited to the first, 
middle, and maternal and paternal sur-
names, rank, country of origin, courses 
taken or taught, and years of attendance. In 
all future fiscal years, this same information 
shall be made available and provided to the 
congressional defense committees no later 
than 60 days after the end of each fiscal year. 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE ARMED SERVICES 

The conference agreement provides 
$11,971,000 for the United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Armed Services, as proposed by 
both the House and the Senate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY 

The conference agreement provides 
$439,879,000 for Environmental Restoration, 
Army, instead of $434,879,000 as proposed by 
the House and $444,879,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY 

The conference agreement provides 
$300,591,000 for Environmental Restoration, 
Navy, as proposed by both the House and the 
Senate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR 
FORCE 

The conference agreement provides 
$458,428,000 for Environmental Restoration, 
Air Force, as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, 
DEFENSE-WIDE 

The conference agreement provides 
$12,751,000 for Environmental Restoration, 
Defense-Wide, as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, 
FORMERLY USED DEFENSE SITES 

The conference agreement provides 
$280,249,000 for Environmental Restoration, 
Formerly Used Defense Sites, instead of 

$268,249,000 as proposed by the House and 
$295,249,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, 
AND CIVIC AID 

The conference agreement provides 
$103,300,000 for Overseas Humanitarian, Dis-
aster, and Civic Aid, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $63,300,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement pro-
vides $40,000,000 solely for foreign disaster re-
lief and response activities, which shall re-
main available until September 30, 2010, in-
stead of until expended, as proposed by the 
House. 

FORMER SOVIET UNION THREAT 
REDUCTION ACCOUNT 

The conference agreement includes 
$428,048,000 for the Former Soviet Union 
Threat Reduction Account, or the Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction Program, instead of 
$398,048,000 as proposed by the House and 
$448,048,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The following table details the conferees’ 
funding determinations: 

Major Program Conference 

Strategic offensive arms elimination (R) ........................ $92,885,000 
Nuclear weapons storage security (R) ............................ 47,640,000 
Nuclear weapons transportation security (R) .................. 37,700,000 
Chemical weapons destruction ........................................ 6,000,000 
Biological threat reduction (FSU) .................................... 158,489,000 
WMD proliferation prevention (FSU) ................................ 47,986,000 
Defense and military contacts (FSU) .............................. 8,000,000 
Other assessments/administrative costs ........................ 19,348,000 
New initiatives ................................................................. 10,000,000 

TOTAL ...................................................................... 428,048,000 

The Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) 
program has significantly expanded efforts 
to prevent biological weapons proliferation 
in Russia and the Former Soviet Union. Pur-
suant to section 1304 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007, a Na-
tional Academy of Sciences study was com-
missioned to review existing biological weap-
ons proliferation prevention efforts and iden-
tify additional areas for cooperation. In 
order to ensure that resources are being allo-
cated in the most effective manner to pre-
vent the proliferation of biological weapons, 
the conferees direct the Department to 
closely review the recommendations of the 
National Academy of Sciences study and to 
submit a report to the congressional defense 
committees not later than February 1, 2008, 
outlining CTR’s biological weapons pro-
liferation prevention efforts. The report 
shall include a funding plan itemizing CTR’s 
programmed biological threat reduction ef-
forts through the Future Years Defense Pro-
gram (FYDP) and a discussion of how these 
efforts correspond with the recommenda-
tions of the National Academy of Sciences 
study. 

The conferees direct that $5,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated under chemical weapons 
destruction be made available as initial 
funding for a chemical weapons incinerator 
in Libya, pending authorization for such ac-
tivity. The conferees encourage the commit-
tees of jurisdiction to respond to this urgent 
need in the coming year. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12914 November 6, 2007 
SPECIAL INTEREST ITEMS 

Items for which additional funds have been 
provided as shown in the project level tables 
or in paragraphs using the phrase ‘‘only for’’ 
or ‘‘only to’’ in this report are congressional 
interest items for the purpose of the Base for 
Reprogramming (DD 1414). Each of these 
items must be carried on the DD Form 1414 
at the stated amount, specifically addressed 
in the conference report. These items remain 
special interest items whether or not they 
are repeated in a subsequent conference re-
port. 

REPROGRAMMING GUIDANCE FOR ACQUISITION 
ACCOUNTS 

The conferees direct the Department of De-
fense to continue to follow the reprogram-
ming guidance specified in the report accom-
panying the House version of the fiscal year 
2006 Department of Defense Appropriations 
bill (H.R. 109–119). Specifically, the dollar 
threshold for reprogramming funds will re-
main at $20,000,000 for procurement, and 
$10,000,000 for research, development, test 
and evaluation. The Department shall con-
tinue to follow the limitation that prior ap-

proval reprogrammings are set at either the 
specified dollar threshold or 20% of the pro-
curement or research, development, test and 
evaluation line, whichever is less. These 
thresholds are cumulative. Therefore, if the 
combined value of transfers into or out of a 
procurement (P–1) or research, development, 
test and evaluation (R–1) line exceeds the 
identified threshold, the Department of De-
fense must submit a prior approval re-
programming to the congressional defense 
committees. In addition, guidelines on the 
application of prior approval reprogramming 
procedures for congressional special interest 
items are established elsewhere in this re-
port. 

REPROGRAMMING REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

The conferees direct the Under Secretary 
of the Department of Defense, Comptroller, 
to continue to provide the congressional de-
fense committees quarterly, spreadsheet- 
based DD1416 reports for service and defense- 
wide accounts in titles III and IV of this Act 
as required in the statement of the managers 
accompanying the conference report on the 
Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 
2006. 

FUNDING INCREASES 

The conferees direct that the funding in-
creases outlined in these tables shall be pro-
vided only for the specific purposes indicated 
in the table. 

TACTICAL UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEMS 

The conferees agree to retain for an addi-
tional year a general provision restricting 
the transfer of tactical Unmanned Aircraft 
Systems (UAS) authority from the Army, in-
cluding the Extended Range Multi-Purpose 
(ERMP) Unmanned Aerial Vehicle. The con-
ferees note that the Deputy Secretary of De-
fense has directed that a task force be con-
vened to coordinate critical UAS issues and 
to develop a way ahead in future years that 
will enhance operations and streamline ac-
quisition of UAS. The conferees do not be-
lieve this general provision should be inter-
preted as prohibiting the task force from 
proceeding. 

MILITARY TIRES 

The conferees concur with the Senate lan-
guage regarding Military Tires. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12918 November 6, 2007 
ARMED RECONNAISSANCE HELICOPTER 

The conference agreement includes 
$175,759,000 for procurement of 12 Armed Re-
connaissance Helicopters, which is 
$292,500,000 below the budget request. At the 
request of the Department of the Army, the 
agreement transfers $31,000,000 to 
sustainment efforts for the Kiowa Warrior 

fleet, and transfers $100,000,000 in procure-
ment funds to Research, Development, Test 
and Evaluation, Army. The agreement in-
cludes a reduction of $133,000,000 from pro-
curement quantities and $8,900,000 from ini-
tial spares. The conferees continue to be con-
cerned about unrealistic estimates for pro-
duction and integration of the aircraft fol-

lowing the restructure of the program earlier 
this year. In order to further reduce risk to 
the program, which continues to be driven 
by schedule rather than maturity, the con-
ferees agree to reduce funding for long-lead 
items for fiscal year 2008 procurements by 
$19,600,000. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H12925 November 6, 2007 
STRYKER VEHICLES 

The conferees commend the Army on the 
performance and reliability of the Stryker 
vehicles and the overall success of the pro-
gram. The Army requested $1,038,984,000 for 
Strykers in the fiscal year 2008 budget; the 
conference agreement provides $924,984,000. 
The conferees are aware that the revised test 
plan for the Stryker Mobile Gun System is 
on track to support a full rate production de-
cision in the second quarter of fiscal year 
2008. Therefore, the conference agreement 

provides $342,246,000 to procure the Mobile 
Gun System variant. 

The House recommended that the Army 
form an eighth Stryker Brigade and provided 
$1,102,000,000 for that purpose. The conferees 
concur that the Army has requirements for 
additional Strykers for unit sets, ready to 
fight fleets, maintenance replacements and 
to replace aging M113 troop carrier vehicles, 
and recommend addressing such require-
ments in fiscal year 2008 Global War on Ter-
ror emergency supplemental appropriations. 
The conferees direct the Secretary of the 

Army to provide a report to the congres-
sional defense committees, not later than 
March 31, 2008, on the future force structure 
of the Army, including the Grow-the-Army 
combat and support units, and on the utility 
of converting at least one of the planned new 
Infantry Brigade Combat Teams under the 
Grow-the-Army initiative into a Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team. The report should 
also address future Stryker vehicle require-
ments, including the plan to replace M113 
carrier vehicles. 
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SHIPBUILDING 

The conferees agree that one of the com-
mon elements of the poor cost and schedule 
performance being realized in several of the 
Navy’s shipbuilding programs is the fact 
that lead ship construction is initiated prior 
to the completion of the ship design. This 
practice has led to costly changes during the 
construction process as the design is modi-
fied or completed. In an effort to instill some 
discipline in the process, the conferees direct 
that the Secretary of the Navy certify to the 
congressional defense committees that the 
required research and development and de-
tailed design are mature enough to allow for 
the initiation of construction with minimal 
risk of follow-on changes caused by the pre-
mature start of construction. This require-
ment applies to the lead ship of a new class, 
the first ship of a class constructed at a new 
shipyard, and the first ship constructed fol-
lowing a major design change. 

Additionally, in light of the recent cost 
growth on shipbuilding programs, the con-
ferees direct the Government Accountability 
Office to conduct a review of shipbuilding- 
specific best practices. This review should 
examine key decision points in Navy and 
commercial shipbuilding programs, compare 
benchmarks used by Navy and commercial 
shipbuilders to assess the readiness of pro-

grams to pass these decision points and move 
to the next phase, and other management 
and shipyard practices employed by commer-
cial shipbuilders that could improve cost 
performance on Navy programs. The con-
ferees expect this review to be completed 
prior to March 31, 2008. 

LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP 

The conferees are extremely concerned 
with the state of the Littoral Combat Ship 
(LCS) program. This program is a classic ex-
ample of the way things can go wrong when 
construction is started prior to the design 
being complete. Since the program’s incep-
tion, the Congress appropriated funding for 
the construction of six ships. Due to cost 
growth and technical problems, only two 
ships will be constructed with the funding 
that has been appropriated. Moreover, the 
Navy recently terminated the contracts for 
two more ships planned for construction. 
The conferees are disturbed with the way the 
Navy is managing the LCS program. These 
ships will eventually comprise a significant 
percentage of the 313-ship Navy. With the up-
heaval the program has experienced over the 
last several months, the conferees agree that 
changes need to be made to the current LCS 
acquisition strategy in order to develop a 
ship that meets future naval requirements 

and can be affordably procured. The con-
ferees direct that this new acquisition strat-
egy include a down-select of LCS designs no 
later than the end of fiscal year 2009. The 
conferees direct the Navy to then proceed 
with a full and open competition for future 
ships. The conferees expect the Navy to con-
tinue with its plan of providing ‘‘contract de-
sign packages’’ to industry when conducting 
this competition. The conferees further di-
rect the Navy to include lead and follow 
shipyards and open this competition to ship-
yards not currently involved in the LCS pro-
gram. The conferees also direct the Navy to 
use fixed priced incentive contracting for fu-
ture ships. 

Therefore, the conferees agree to provide 
$339,482,000 for the procurement of a single 
LCS in fiscal year 2008. This is a reduction of 
$571,000,000 to the budget request. This fund-
ing is to be combined with the materials pur-
chased in prior years as well as the remain-
ing funding for the ships whose contracts 
have been terminated by the Navy. This al-
lows the Navy to obtain some benefit from 
the terminated ships. Materials and funding 
from prior years, when combined with the 
fiscal year 2008 funding allows sufficient 
funding to purchase a ship at the proposed 
cost cap value of approximately $460,000,000. 
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HH–60 MODIFICATIONS 

The conferees provide an additional 
$99,000,000 for modifications to Air Force HH– 
60 Pave Hawks which perform the combat 
search and rescue mission for the Air Force. 
These low density, high demand platforms 
first entered service 25 years ago and have 
been continuously deployed in support of op-
erations throughout the world. The much- 
needed replacement for the HH–60 is the new 
Combat Search and Rescue–X (CSAR–X) air-
craft. However, the CSAR–X program is fac-
ing delays. The conferees agree that the HH– 
60 must be upgraded to safely and effectively 

perform the mission until CSAR–X is oper-
ational, and accordingly provide funding for 
modifications. The conferees direct that the 
Air Force provide a status report to the con-
gressional defense committees on the execu-
tion of these funds and the modification of 
aircraft within six months of enactment of 
this Act and every six months thereafter 
until the modifications are completed. 

F–22A MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT EXTENSION 

The conferees believe the Air Force should 
consider extending the current F–22A 
multiyear procurement contract. The con-
ferees note that $526,000,000 is available with-

in the F–22A fiscal year 2009 budget for line 
shutdown and that these funds could be redi-
rected towards advance procurement items 
to support procurement of an additional 20 
aircraft. 

As such, the conferees encourage the Air 
Force to consider procuring long lead spe-
cialty metal items from within available 
funds to preserve the option of continued 
production of the F–22A. Should the 
multiyear procurement extension or a fol-
low-on multiyear procurement not be ulti-
mately approved, these key specialty metals 
shall be made available for the F–35 program. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH12990 November 6, 2007 
JOINT AIR-TO-SURFACE STANDOFF MISSILE 

(JASSM) 

The fiscal year 2008 budget request in-
cludes $201,125,000 for the procurement of 
JASSMs. The conferees agree to reduce the 
request by $40,000,000 for missiles funded 
ahead of need. The funding provided will 
allow production to continue without a pro-
duction break until a fiscal year 2009 con-
tract award. 

ADVANCED EXTREMELY HIGH FREQUENCY 
SATELLITE-4 

The conference agreement provides 
$125,000,000 for advance procurement of the 
fourth Advanced Extremely High Frequency 
(AEHF) satellite. The conferees are con-
cerned that the Air Force is examining ways 
to circumvent Congressional direction to 
fully fund the fourth AEHF satellite in fiscal 
year 2009. The conferees, therefore, agree 

with and re-state the Senate language that 
directs the Air Force to fully fund AEHF–4 
in the fiscal year 2009 budget and encourages 
the Air Force to include an option for a fifth 
AEHF satellite in the follow-on contract in 
order to obtain the best pricing should it de-
termine another AEHF satellite is required. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13003 November 6, 2007 
SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND 

The conference agreement provides 
$215,214,000 for CV–22 Special Operations 
Forces modifications as recommended by the 
Senate. This amount, which provides funding 
for four of the proposed five CV–22s for the 
Special Operations Command, is rec-
ommended based on current production 
schedules for these aircraft. The conferees 
are concerned that slips in integration ef-
forts are beginning to impact CV–22 deliv-
eries. The conferees will continue to review 
production schedules and will provide addi-

tional funding in subsequent appropriations 
bills as warranted to ensure that the Special 
Operations Command has the equipment 
needed to perform its mission. 

M291/M295 SKIN/EQUIPMENT DECONTAMINATION 
KITS 

The conference agreement provides 
$5,600,000 above the President’s request for 
the M291/M295 Skin/Equipment Decon-
tamination Kits. The conferees understand 
that the Department of Defense decided not 
to procure the active ingredient used in the 
M291/M295 Skin/Equipment Decontamination 

Kits with funding provided in fiscal year 
2007. This decision may jeopardize the U.S. 
industrial base for chemical skin decon-
tamination technology. The funds provided 
in fiscal year 2008 shall be used both for the 
purchase of raw materials and the packaging 
of the kits. Additionally, the Secretary of 
Defense is directed to provide the congres-
sional defense committees within 90 days of 
enactment of this Act, a report outlining the 
current and future plans for personal decon-
tamination technologies for use on skin and 
individual equipment. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13005 November 6, 2007 
The conference agreement provides 

$980,000,000 for National Guard and Reserve 
Equipment, instead of $925,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $1,000,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

The conferees agree that the National 
Guard and Reserve equipment program shall 
be executed by the heads of the Guard and 
Reserve components with priority consider-
ation for miscellaneous equipment given to 
items listed in the ‘‘Essential 10 Equipment 
Requirements for the Global War on Terror’’ 
as identified by the Chief, National Guard 
Bureau and to the following items: 

AESA Radar for F–15 C/D, Advanced Mis-
sion Extender Device (AMXD), Advanced Sit-
uational Awareness System, AN/AA Q–24 
Large Aircraft Infrared Countermeasure Sys-

tem, Combat Arms Training System, Com-
bined Arms Virtual Trainers (CAVT), Com-
mand Post Node, F Series SINCGAR Radios, 
F–16 Full Mission Combat Trainer (FCMT), 
Flex Train Exportable Combat Training Ca-
pability (XCTC), Improved Chemical Agent 
Monitor (ICAM), Integrated Health Manage-
ment System (IHMS), Joint Helmet Mounted 
Cueing System (Quad-Eye), Warfighter Infor-
mation Network Program—Tactical, Joint 
Transportable Decontamination System— 
Small Scale (JSTDS–SS), Light Tactical Ve-
hicles, Litening Pods, Merino Wool Cushion 
Boot Socks, M–Gator, M1078A1 LMTV Cargo 
Truck, M1151 HMMWV Utility Truck, M22 
Automatic Chemical Agent Alarm, PVS–7D 
Night Vision Goggles, RC–26B, Tabletop 
Full-fidelity Trainers (TFT), Tabletop Gun-
nery Trainers (TGT), Tabletop Maneuver 
Trainers (TMT), Space Support Battalion 
Equipment Reset, TAS–8 Long Range Acqui-

sition Scout Surveillance System, Thunder 
Radar Pod, TRC 190 Line of Sight Commu-
nication, TTC–56 Single Shelter Switch, C–21 
Fleet Upgrades, Virtual Door Gunner Train-
er (VDGT), Virtual Warrior Interactive 
(VWI), ALQ–213 Countermeasures System, 
AN/TMQ–52 Meteorological Measuring Set— 
Profiler, Call for Fire Trainers, Digital De-
ployed Training Campus (DDTC), F–16 Block 
42 engine upgrades, Global Air Traffic Man-
agement Program (GATM), Joint Threat 
Emitter (JTE), Laser Marksmanship Train-
ing System, M777A1/A2 Lightweight 155mm 
Howitzer, RVSM (Reduced Vertical Separa-
tion Monitoring), Sniper Advance Targeting 
Pods, UH–60 Medevac Helicopters, UH–60 
MEDEVAC Thermal Imaging Upgrades, UH– 
60A to UH–60L Upgrade, GL–1800 AP Deicers, 
and Up-Armored HMMWV and Tactical 
Truck Convoy Trainers. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13008 November 6, 2007 
SPECIAL INTEREST ITEMS 

Items for which additional funds have been 
provided as shown in the project level tables 
or in paragraphs using the phrase ‘‘only for’’ 
or ‘‘only to’’ in this report are congressional 
interest items for the purpose of the Base for 
Reprogramming (DD 1414). Each of these 
items must be carried on the DD Form 1414 
at the stated amount, specifically addressed 
in the conference report. These items remain 
special interest items whether or not they 
are repeated in a subsequent conference re-
port. 

REPROGRAMMING GUIDANCE FOR ACQUISITION 
ACCOUNTS 

The conferees direct the Department of De-
fense to continue to follow the reprogram-
ming guidance specified in the report accom-
panying the House version of the fiscal year 
2006 Department of Defense Appropriations 
bill (H.R. 109–119). Specifically, the dollar 
threshold for reprogramming funds will re-
main at $20,000,000 for procurement, and 
$10,000,000 for research, development, test 
and evaluation. The Department shall con-
tinue to follow the limitation that prior ap-
proval reprogrammings are set at either the 
specified dollar threshold or 20% of the pro-
curement or research, development, test and 
evaluation line, whichever is less. These 
thresholds are cumulative. Therefore, if the 
combined value of transfers into or out of a 
procurement (P–1) or research, development, 

test and evaluation (R–1) line exceeds the 
identified threshold, the Department of De-
fense must submit a prior approval re-
programming to the congressional defense 
committees. In addition, guidelines on the 
application of prior approval reprogramming 
procedures for congressional special interest 
items are established elsewhere in this re-
port. 

CRUISE MISSILE DEFENSE 

The conferees concur with requirements 
stated by the House with regard to cruise 
missile defense. The conferees direct that 
the required report on this matter be pro-
vided in classified and unclassified format. 

PROMPT GLOBAL STRIKE 

The conferees agree to provide no funding 
for testing, fabrication or deployment of a 
Conventional Trident Modification (CTM) 
program. As an alternative, the conferees 
have provided $100,000,000 in a new Prompt 
Global Strike program element within the 
Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense-Wide appropriation only for de-
velopment of promising conventional prompt 
global strike technologies. This alternative 
consolidates funding for conventional 
prompt global strike efforts under the cog-
nizance of the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics) by 
shifting funding from the Navy CTM pro-
gram and the Air Force Common Aero Vehi-
cle program. Funding for the FALCON pro-

gram remains within the Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency. Funds in the new 
conventional prompt global strike program 
element shall be applied to propulsion and 
guidance systems, mission planning, re-entry 
vehicle design, modeling and simulation ef-
forts, command and control, and launch sys-
tem infrastructure. Additionally, funding 
may be applied towards efforts such as stra-
tegic policy compliance, intermediate range 
missile concepts, advanced non-nuclear war-
heads, and other mission enabling capabili-
ties. 

The conferees direct that the Department 
submit a report to the congressional defense 
committees within 90 days of enactment of 
this Act that discusses the technology 
thrusts and investment objectives for the 
conventional prompt global strike effort. 
The report shall provide details on the test 
programs and platforms; specific activities 
to be undertaken in fiscal year 2008; and the 
mid- and long-term science and technology 
strategic plans. In addition, the report shall 
clearly address the prospective allocation of 
funds, both near and long-term, among the 
technology thrust areas and platforms. 

FUNDING INCREASES 

The conferees direct that the funding in-
creases outlined in these tables shall be pro-
vided only for the specific purposes indicated 
in the table. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13045 November 6, 2007 
NATIONAL EYE EVALUATION AND RESEARCH 

NETWORK 

The conferees recognize the need to pro-
vide for our military readily accessible eval-
uation and testing for serious retinal inju-
ries and diseases, as well as the need for a 
central repository for clinical trial data. 
Therefore, the conferees have provided 
$2,400,000 for the National Eye Evaluation 
and Research Network. 

FUTURE COMBAT SYSTEMS (FCS) 

The conferees recommend $3,357,398,000 in 
research and development funding for Army 
Future Combat Systems instead of 
$3,092,322,000 as proposed by the House and 
$3,565,018,000 as proposed by the Senate. Ad-
ditionally, the FCS program for fiscal year 
2008 includes for the first time procurement 
funds for facilitization and long lead items, 
which the conferees approved as requested, 
as detailed elsewhere in this report. Program 
funding for fiscal year 2008 supports the first 
of three planned technology spin outs which 

will deliver the benefits of FCS technology 
to other Army elements. Milestone 1 spin 
outs are planned to include Network Capa-
bility Integration kits for Abrams Tanks, 
Bradley Fighting Vehicles and HMMWVs. 
The conferees concur with the early integra-
tion of FCS technology across the total 
force, while continuing on a path towards 
fielding full FCS capability. The conferees 
designate FCS funding as a congressional 
special interest item for the purpose of prior 
approval reprogrammings as discussed else-
where in this report. 

GLOBAL COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM—ARMY 
(GCSS–A) 

The conferees recommend $94,689,000 for 
GCSS–A, as proposed by the House, instead 
of $59,689,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conferees note that this is an increase of 
$46,703,000, almost 100 percent, over the 
amount provided in fiscal year 2007. The con-
ferees direct the Army to provide to the con-
gressional defense committees a revised fis-

cal year 2008 spend plan based on fiscal year 
2008 appropriations no later than thirty days 
after enactment of this Act. 

ORGANIC PRECISION INDIRECT FIRE CAPABILITY 

Recent Operational Needs Statements from 
theater identified a requirement for an or-
ganic precision indirect fire capability for 
infantry brigades in the near term. The con-
ferees understand that the Army has con-
ducted an analysis of several potential sys-
tems, to include the 120mm Precision Guided 
Mortar Munition (PGMM), that could ad-
dress this capability gap. The conferees fur-
ther understand that based on cost, perform-
ance, technological readiness, compatibility 
with existing systems and near-term fielding 
availability, the Army considers PGMM the 
best solution. If additional funds are needed 
during fiscal year 2008 to ensure that suffi-
cient funds are available to complete devel-
opment of the PGMM, the Committees on 
Appropriations would entertain a reprogram-
ming request. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13068 November 6, 2007 
BONE MARROW REGISTRY 

The conferees reiterate the direction pro-
posed by the House regarding funding pro-
vided for the C.W. Bill Young Bone Marrow 
Donor Recruitment and Research program. 

ADVANCED PRECISION KILL WEAPONS SYSTEM 

The conferees agree to provide $6,000,000 
above the President’s request for continued 
development of the Advanced Precision Kill 
Weapons System (APKWS) in Research, De-

velopment, Test and Evaluation, Navy. If ad-
ditional funds are needed during fiscal year 
2008 to ensure that sufficient funds are avail-
able to maintain progress in developing the 
program, the Committees on Appropriations 
would entertain a reprogramming request. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13087 November 6, 2007 
COMBAT SEARCH AND RESCUE (CSAR–X) 

The budget request includes $290,059,000 for 
development of a new platform to perform 
the combat search and rescue mission. Due 
to bid protests upheld by the Government 
Accountability Office, contract award for 
system development and demonstration has 
been delayed well into the summer of 2008. 
Due to this delay, a significant amount of 
the request cannot be executed during fiscal 
year 2008. Accordingly, the conferees reduce 
the request by $185,059,000. The conferees 
transfer $99,000,000 of this reduction to Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force, for much 
needed modifications to the HH–60 fleet 
which, due to delays in the CSAR–X pro-
gram, will perform the combat search and 
rescue mission for many years longer than 
planned. An explanation of the HH–60 modi-
fications provided for is included in the Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force section of the 
Joint Explanatory Statement of Managers. 

SPACE SITUATIONAL AWARENESS 

The conferees are committed to improving 
the nation’s ability to survey space and 
characterize events and objects that could 
jeopardize our ability to operate in space. 
Enhancing these capabilities is critical, par-
ticularly following the Chinese anti-satellite 
weapon demonstration last January. The 

conferees agree to add over $100,000,000 above 
the President’s budget request to accelerate 
our space situational awareness capabilities 
in programs such as the following: Self 
Aware Space Situational Awareness, Space 
Fence, Operationally Responsive Space, 
Space Control Test Capabilities, Rapid Iden-
tification, Detection and Reporting System 
(RAIDRS) Block 20, Maui Space Surveillance 
System, Space Situational Awareness re-
search, Panoramic Survey Telescope and 
Rapid Response System, and the High Accu-
racy Network Discrimination System. 

OPERATIONALLY RESPONSIVE SPACE 

The conference agreement provides Oper-
ationally Responsive Space funds for efforts 
associated with responsive launch. The con-
ferees encourage the Operationally Respon-
sive Space program to continue to work with 
DARPA on the FALCON small launch vehi-
cle program. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE RANGE SAFETY 
TECHNOLOGY 

The conferees direct that $3,000,000 of the 
funds made available for Spacelift Range 
Systems is restricted from obligation or ex-
penditure until 30 days after notification to 
the congressional defense committees of the 
results from the Ballistic Missile Range 

Safety Technology certification process. 
This is in lieu of the $10,000,000 restriction 
proposed by the House. 

GLOBAL BROADCAST RECEIVE SUITE 

The conferees are encouraged with the 
progress the Air Force Global Broadcast Sys-
tem (GBS) Joint Program Office (JPO) has 
made on the development of the Suitcase 
Portable Receive Suite (SPRS). These efforts 
have led to the fielding of promising proto-
types currently undergoing tests. The con-
ferees urge the Air Force to continue to ac-
celerate the development, procurement and 
fielding of this vital system and to reduce 
the size and weight of the system, leading to 
a smaller, lighter rucksack-portable capa-
bility as soon as possible. 

MEDSTARS INTEGRATION WITH THE GLOBAL 
COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM 

As the exposure to non-conventional weap-
ons increases, service members need a front 
line medical system to enable the rapid 
relay, monitoring, and assessment of the 
health of the combat force. Therefore, the 
conferees provide $1,600,000 to develop and 
deploy a system to provide our forces with 
instant access to health care information 
and trauma reports. 
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FOCUS CENTER RESEARCH PROGRAM 

The conference agreement provides 
$18,000,000 for the FOCUS Center Research 
Program, which is $8,000,000 above the re-
quest. The FOCUS Center Research Program 
is a jointly funded program between the De-
partment of Defense and the semiconductor 
industry to support university research to 
advance semiconductor technology. The con-
ferees strongly encourage the Department of 
Defense to fully fund the $20,000,000 require-
ment for the program within the Defense Ad-
vanced Research Projects Agency’s Defense 
Research Sciences Program Element 
(0601011E) in future budget submissions. 

MULTIPLE KILL VEHICLE 

The conferees agree to reduce the budget 
request for the Multiple Engagement Pay-
load (MEP) for the Standard Missile-3 by 
$62,900,000, the entire budget request for that 
program. The conferees are concerned that 
the Missile Defense Agency (MDA) does not 
have the resources to adequately fund both 
MEP and the Multiple Kill Vehicle (MKV) 
for the Ground-Based Interceptor (GBI) and 
the Kinetic Energy Interceptor (KEI). Thus, 
the conferees agree to increase the MKV for 
the GBI and KEI by $25,000,000 in order to re-
store reductions that the MDA has annually 

taken out of this program. The conferees fur-
ther agree with the Senate language that di-
rects that no funding in the Aegis Ballistic 
Missile Defense program element can be used 
for the MKV program. Additionally, the con-
ferees direct that the Multiple Kill Vehicle, 
PE 0603894 is designated as a congressional 
special interest item subject to prior ap-
proval reprogramming procedures. 

CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 

The conference agreement provides an in-
crease of $20,000,000 for the Chemical and Bi-
ological Defense Initiative. The Secretary of 
Defense is directed to allocate these funds 
among the programs that yield the greatest 
gain in our chem-bio defensive posture. The 
conferees further direct that such funds may 
not be obligated until 15 days after a report, 
including a description of projects to be 
funded, is provided to the congressional de-
fense committees. 

DEFENSE ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS 
AGENCY 

The conferees provide $2,979,808,000 for 
DARPA, a reduction of $105,809,000 from the 
request. The conferees direct the Director of 
DARPA to submit to the congressional de-
fense committees no later than 60 days after 

enactment of this Act a report that details 
by program element and program the appli-
cation of undistributed reductions made in 
this Act. 

INDUSTRIAL BASE INNOVATION FUND 

The conferees provide $24,000,000 for the In-
dustrial Base Innovation Fund to ensure 
that investments are made to address short-
falls in manufacturing processes and tech-
nologies in support of the Department’s 
long-term and short-term needs. The con-
ferees direct that funds may not be obligated 
from the Industrial Base Innovation Fund 
until 15 days after a report detailing the 
projects to be funded is provided to the con-
gressional defense committees. 

NEW STARTS 

The conferees direct that no more than 15 
percent of funding provided under this head-
ing for new start programs under the cog-
nizance of the Director, Defense Research 
and Engineering, may be obligated until five 
days after the congressional defense commit-
tees receive a report that details those pro-
grams’ descriptions and objectives as well as 
performance metrics, transition schedules 
and sunset provisions. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00372 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.172 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13113 November 6, 2007 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00373 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.173 H06NOPT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 4

48
 E

H
06

N
O

07
.2

63

cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13114 November 6, 2007 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00374 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.173 H06NOPT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 4

49
 E

H
06

N
O

07
.2

64

cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13115 November 6, 2007 
DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,352,746,000 for the Defense Working Capital 
Funds, as proposed by both the House and 
the Senate. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,349,094,000 for the National Defense Sealift 
Fund, instead of $2,489,094,000 as proposed by 
the House and $1,044,194,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

The conferees agree to provide an addi-
tional $300,000,000 for advance procurement 

of long-lead time material and advance con-
struction activities for three additional T– 
AKE ships to support economic order quan-
tity purchases of materials in fiscal year 2008 
that could yield additional savings and re-
duce pressure on the out-year shipbuilding 
budget. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13120 November 6, 2007 
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM REPROGRAMMING 

PROCEDURES 
The conferees remain concerned regarding 

the transfer of funds from Direct (or In- 
house) Care to pay for contractor-provided 
medical care. To limit such transfers and 
continue oversight within the Defense 
Health Program operation and maintenance 
account, the conferees agree to include bill 
language which limits the funds available for 
Private Sector Care under the TRICARE pro-
gram subject to prior approval reprogram-
ming procedures. In addition, the conferees 
also designate the funding for the Direct 
Care System as a special interest item, as 
defined elsewhere in this report. Any trans-
fer of funds from the Direct (or In-house) 
Care budget activity into the Private Sector 
Care budget activity or any other budget ac-
tivity will require the Department of De-
fense to follow prior approval reprogram-
ming procedures. The language approved by 
the conferees should not be interpreted by 
the Department as limiting the amount of 
funds that may be transferred to the direct 
care system from other budget activities 
within the Defense Health Program. 

In addition, the conferees direct the De-
partment of Defense to provide budget exe-
cution data for all of the Defense Health Pro-
gram accounts. Such budget execution data 
shall be provided quarterly to the congres-
sional defense committees through the DD– 
COMP(M) 1002 accounting form. 

BUDGET CORRECTION LANGUAGE 
The conferees agree to reduce the Private 

Sector Care (bag 2) by $43,014,000 to reflect 
incorrect budget justification materials sub-
mitted to the Congress for Army and Marine 
Corps Ground Force Augmentation. The con-
ferees were made aware of a discrepancy be-
tween the fiscal year 2008 budget request 
submitted by the Office of Management and 
Budget and the Department of Defense for 
the Defense Health Program and have ad-
justed bag 2 to accurately account and fully 
fund the requirement. The conferees expect 
the Department of Defense and the Office of 
Management and Budget to be more fiscally 
responsible in its budgeting for the Defense 
Health Program and to better coordinate the 
required justification material submitted to 
Congress. 

BUDGET ANALYSIS OF THE DEFENSE HEALTH 
PROGRAM 

To improve the analysis of future budget 
requests for the Defense Health Program, the 
conferees direct the Comptroller General to 
review the Department of Defense’s fiscal 
year 2009 budget request for the Private Sec-
tor Care budget activity group of the Defense 
Health Program. The conferees further di-
rect the Comptroller General to review the 
Department’s justification for its budget re-
quest and underlying estimates, changes 
from its prior year request and factors driv-
ing any changes, and the extent that the De-
partment, in developing the request, has con-
sidered historical information on its ability 
to execute funds appropriated, such as prior 
year unobligated balances or transfers to 
other budget activity groups or accounts. 
MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DEFENSE 

HEALTH PROGRAM 
The conferees are concerned about the di-

rection taken by the Department of Defense 
to improve the cost-effectiveness of the De-
fense Health Program and believe the De-
partment has not thoroughly examined other 
areas that could result in efficiencies. There-
fore, the conferees direct the Secretary of 
Defense to assess management improve-
ments that should be taken to improve effi-
ciency and effectiveness of the Defense 
Health Program, and further direct the As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Health Af-

fairs and the Undersecretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness, to develop rec-
ommendations in the areas of, but not lim-
ited to, the following: processes needed to 
verify the eligibility of health care recipi-
ents; actions necessary to develop fully com-
pliant financial management systems; proce-
dures to better integrate the direct care and 
purchased care systems; and, actions which 
can be taken to create incentives for bene-
ficiaries to use the least costly pharmacy 
programs. The conferees also direct the Sec-
retary to develop a plan to implement these 
recommendations, identify associated costs, 
and submit the plan to the congressional de-
fense committees not later than six months 
after enactment of this Act. 

CARRYOVER 
The conferees direct the Assistant Sec-

retary of Defense for Health Affairs to sub-
mit a detailed spend plan for fiscal year 2007 
designated carryover funds to the congres-
sional defense committees 30 days after en-
actment of this Act. 

WARRIOR TRANSITION 
This year has proven that the military’s 

system for ensuring that its programs to 
support wounded warriors is extremely over-
burdened and in need of significant improve-
ment. The conferees direct the Department 
of Defense and Veterans Affairs to report to 
the congressional defense committees and 
the House and Senate Military Construction 
and Veterans Affairs Appropriations Com-
mittees by January 15, 2008, on how it plans 
to update the Physical Disability Evaluation 
System. The conferees further direct the Un-
dersecretary of Defense for Personnel and 
Readiness to report quarterly to the congres-
sional defense committees on the status of 
implementing improvements to the Military 
Health System and the Physical Disability 
Evaluation System. 
PEER REVIEWED MEDICAL RESEARCH PROGRAM 

The conferees agree to provide $50,000,000 
for the Peer Reviewed Medical Research Pro-
gram, and recommend the following projects 
as candidates for study: amyotrophic lateral 
sclerosis; alcoholism research; blood cancer; 
drug abuse; epilepsy research; eye and vision 
research; integrated tissue hypoxia research; 
Interstitial Cystitis; inflammatory bowel 
diseases; leishmaniasis; Lupus; kidney can-
cer; mesothelioma; multiple sclerosis; nutri-
tion and health promotion; Padget’s disease; 
polycystic kidney disease; pulmonary hyper-
tension; scleroderma; social work research; 
and tinnitus. The conferees reiterate that 
funds provided under the Peer Reviewed 
Medical Research Program shall be used only 
for the purposes listed above. 

The conferees direct the Department to 
provide a report by March 3, 2008, on the sta-
tus of this Peer Reviewed Medical Research 
Program. 

DEFENSE ENROLLMENT ELIGIBILITY 
REPORTING SYSTEM (DEERS) 

The conferees direct the Department of De-
fense to report to the congressional defense 
committees by April 15, 2008, on the number 
of dual military member families currently 
in the military system and on how the De-
partment intends to correct the inability of 
the system to register dependents under both 
parents. The report should include the cost 
estimates for correcting any flaws and defi-
ciencies within the system. 

REVIEW OF TRICARE CO-PAYS 
The conferees direct the Assistant Sec-

retary of Defense for Health Affairs to pro-
vide a report to the congressional defense 
committees by April 15, 2008, which reviews 
TRICARE co-pays and analyzes whether or 
not elimination of certain co-pays would re-
sult in a cost savings. 

TRI-SERVICE NURSING RESEARCH PROGRAM 

The conferees agree to provide $6,400,000 for 
the Tri-Service Nursing Research Program 
and direct the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Health Affairs, the Service Sur-
geons General and the Nursing Corps Chiefs 
to provide a report to the congressional de-
fense committees by April 25, 2008, that de-
tails the number and topic areas of research 
proposals submitted and funded. The report 
should also provide a detailed accounting of 
the entire program, to include administra-
tive costs, overhead and travel. 

ELECTRONIC MEDICAL RECORD 
INTEROPERABILITY 

The conferees direct the Departments of 
Defense and Veterans Affairs to issue a joint 
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees by March 3, 2008, detailing the actions 
being taken by each department to achieve 
an interoperable electronic medical record 
(EMR). The report should include, but not be 
limited to, a detailed spending plan for the 
use of funding provided in the Joint Incen-
tive Fund as well as identify all other on- 
going and planned projects and programs. 
The report should clearly identify the De-
partments’ goals for interoperability and 
how these projects and programs will address 
those goals. 

WOUNDED WARRIOR ASSISTANCE 

The conferees agree to provide $70,000,000 
to fund initiatives addressed in H.R. 1598 as 
passed by both the House and Senate that 
address the urgent medical needs of wounded 
service members. 

REPLACEMENT OF JAPANESE ENCEPHALITIS 
VACCINE 

The conferees direct the Undersecretary of 
Defense for Personnel and Readiness to re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees by April 15, 2008, on the current policies 
for maintaining the Japanese encephalitis 
vaccine stockpile, the status of replacing the 
current Japanese encephalitis virus vaccine, 
and the costs associated with such a replace-
ment. 

FOOD ALLERGY RESEARCH 

The conferees are aware of the increased 
diagnosis of food allergies and anaphylaxis 
occurring in the United States. The con-
ferees direct the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Health Affairs and the Service Sur-
geons General to report to the congressional 
defense committees by April 15, 2008, on the 
rising incidences of food allergies and ana-
phylaxis among service members and their 
families, any current research to address 
this epidemic, and the need to establish a na-
tional program on food allergy and anaphy-
laxis that will work in coordination with 
other federal agencies. 

ANTIBIOTIC RESISTANT BACTERIA 

The conferees are concerned about the in-
creasing number of wounded service mem-
bers returning from theater with life-threat-
ening infections caused by bacteria that may 
have originated in Iraq and that are increas-
ingly resistant to currently used antibiotics. 
The conferees therefore direct the Service 
Surgeons General to report to the congres-
sional defense committees by February 15, 
2008 on the antibiotic regimen being used to 
treat service members with these infections, 
what new antibiotics are available but cur-
rently not being used by the military, what 
research is being conducted in this area, and 
what is needed to ensure that the service 
members receive the necessary treatment to 
reduce these life-threatening infections. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00380 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.174 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13121 November 6, 2007 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00381 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.177 H06NOPT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 4

64
 E

H
06

N
O

07
.2

69

cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13122 November 6, 2007 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00382 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.177 H06NOPT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 4

65
 E

H
06

N
O

07
.2

70

cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13123 November 6, 2007 
The conferees note that numerous changes 

to this account were requested by the De-
partment of Defense. However, not one of 
these adjustments were submitted to the 
Congress through the appropriate proce-
dures. The conferees believe that this pro-
gram does not have the level of attention it 
requires within the Department of Defense 
and the Office of Management and Budget. 
As such, the conferees direct that any future 
changes to this account after the President’s 
budget transmittal to Congress be submitted 
through an official budget amendment by 
the President to the Congress. 

CHEMICAL STOCKPILE EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM 

The conferees agree to provide $88,245,000 
to assist State and local governments under 
the Chemical Stockpile Emergency Pre-
paredness Program and have made these 
funds available until September 30, 2009. The 
conferees understand that the majority of 
these funds are used to continue ongoing 
programs and support emergency response 
capabilities near chemical weapon demili-
tarization facilities. The conferees agree to 
continue this flexibility because State and 
local governments operate on different fiscal 
calendars than the federal government. 
Since the majority of these funds are for on- 

going efforts, the conferees direct the De-
partment of Defense to work with these 
State and local governments to develop a re-
sponsible and efficient manner to execute fu-
ture funds within one fiscal year. 

DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER- 
DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE 

The conference agreement provides 
$984,779,000 for Drug Interdiction and 
Counter-Drug Activities, Defense, instead of 
$945,772,000 as proposed by the House and 
$962,603,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement on items ad-
dressed by either the House or the Senate is 
as follows: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13126 November 6, 2007 
The conference agreement provides 

$120,000,000 for the Joint Improvised Explo-
sive Device Defeat Fund, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $500,000,000 as proposed by 

the House. The conferees direct the Joint 
Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Organi-
zation to follow standard reprogramming 
procedures when transferring a cumulative 

amount of $20,000,000 or more between sub- 
activities. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13129 November 6, 2007 
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY RE-

TIREMENT AND DISABILITY SYSTEM 
FUND 
The conference agreement provides 

$262,500,000 for the Central Intelligence Agen-
cy Retirement and Disability Fund, as pro-
posed by both the House and the Senate. 

INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY 
MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
The conference agreement provides 

$725,526,000 for the Intelligence Community 
Management Account, instead of $683,276,000 
as proposed by the House and $709,376,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for a 
transfer of $39,000,000, as proposed by the 
House, to the Department of Justice for the 
National Drug Intelligence Center to support 
the Department of Defense’s counter-drug in-
telligence responsibilities. 

TITLE VIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
The conference agreement incorporates 

general provisions from the House and Sen-
ate versions of the bill which were not 
amended. Those general provisions that were 
addressed in conference follow: 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which provides 
the Department of Defense with transfer au-
thority not to exceed $3,700,000,000. The 
House bill contained a similar provision. 

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision similar to that proposed by the House 
requiring the Department of Defense to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense 
committees establishing the baseline for ap-
plication of reprogramming and transfer au-
thorities for fiscal year 2008 not later than 60 
days after enactment of this Act. The Senate 
bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision similar to that proposed by the Senate 
concerning phased repair projects at Alaskan 
ranges. The House bill contained no similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House that approves the 
Army CH–47 Chinook Helicopter as a multi- 
year procurement platform. The Senate bill 
contained a similar provision but did not in-
clude this platform. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate relating to in-
centive payments as authorized by section 
504 of the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 
U.S.C. 1544). The House bill contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and the Senate 
which provides funding from various appro-
priations for the Civil Air Patrol Corpora-
tion. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and the Senate 
with respect to Federally Funded Research 
and Development Centers. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate relating to the 
use of funds made available for operation and 
maintenance to purchase items having an in-
vestment item unit cost of not more than 
$250,000. The House bill contained a similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House concerning the 
expansion of vacuum induction melting fur-
nace capacity and vacuum arc re-melting 
furnace capacity for defense applications. 
The Senate bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate concerning the 
mitigation of environmental impacts on In-
dian lands resulting from Department of De-
fense activities. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House which provides 
authority to the Secretary of Defense, acting 
through the Office of Economic Adjustment, 
to use funds made available under the head-
ing ‘‘Operation and Maintenance, Defense- 
Wide’’ in accordance with guidance provided 
in the Joint Explanatory Statement of Con-
ference to accompany this Act. The Senate 
bill contained a similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and the Senate 
recommending rescissions. The rescissions 
agreed to are: 

(RESCISSIONS) 
2006 Appropriations: 

Procurement, Marine 
Corps: 
Expeditionary Fight-

ing Vehicle ............ $15,000,000 
Aircraft Procurement, 

Air Force: 
C–5 RERP ................. 10,000,000 
C–5 RERP (AP) ......... 15,786,000 

2007 Appropriations: 
Procurement of Weapons 

and Tracked Combat 
Vehicles, Army: 
Stryker Brigade 

Combat Team Wir-
ing Trace Out ........ 2,600,000 

Shipbuilding and Conver-
sion, Navy: 
Littoral Combat Ship 81,000,000 

Aircraft Procurement, 
Air Force: 
C–5 RERP ................. 40,000,000 
C–5 RERP (AP) ......... 11,000,000 

Procurement, Defense- 
Wide: 
PSYOP Equipment ... 13,963,000 
Mission Training and 

Preparation Sys-
tems ....................... 1,950,000 

Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, 
Army: 
Advanced Precision 

Kill Weapons Sys-
tem ........................ 13,300,000 

Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, 
Navy: 
Expeditionary Fight-

ing Vehicle ............ 24,000,000 
Research, Development, 

Test and Evaluation, 
Air Force: 
Personnel Recovery 

Systems ................. 92,000,000 
Defense Reconnais-

sance/Support Ac-
tivities ................... 50,000,000 

ISSP ......................... 15,000,000 
C–130 Modifications .. 10,000,000 

Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, 
Defense-Wide: 
Defense Advanced 

Research Projects 
Agency ................... 144,000,000 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate relating to new 
advanced concept technology demonstration 
projects within ‘‘Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’. The 
House bill contained a similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which provides 
permanent authority to credit operation and 
maintenance, and research, development, 
test and evaluation accounts with refunds 
received from the use of Government travel 
and purchase cards. The House bill contained 
a similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and the Senate 
to include the Territory of Guam. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House which provides 
$10,000,000 only for the construction and fur-
nishing of additional Fisher Houses. The 
Senate bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate concerning 
phased electrical infrastructure upgrades at 
Hickam Air Force Base. The House bill con-
tained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and Senate 
concerning the Arrow missile defense pro-
gram. The conference agreement provides a 
total of $155,575,000 for the Arrow program of 
which $37,383,000 is for missile component co- 
production, $20,000,000 is for a study of an 
upper-tier missile defense system and 
$37,000,000 is only for the Short Range Bal-
listic Missile Defense initiative. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House relating to lan-
guage that allocates Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy dollars for the cost increases 
of prior year shipbuilding programs. The 
Senate bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate concerning oper-
ational control of U.S. Navy forces assigned 
to the Pacific fleet. The House bill contained 
no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which provides 
additional direct hire authority for occupa-
tional specialties. The House bill contained a 
similar provision, providing the same au-
thority for fewer occupational specialties. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House which prohibits 
funds provided in this Act from being made 
available through a reprogramming that ini-
tiates a new start program or project, unless 
such program or project must be undertaken 
immediately in the interest of national secu-
rity and after written notification to the 
congressional defense committees. The Sen-
ate bill contained a similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House which provides 
$990,000 for the Center for Military 
Recruitments, Assessment and Veterans Em-
ployment. The Senate bill contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which provides 
$5,500,000 for school repair and technology in-
novation to support military families. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and the Senate 
concerning the financing and fielding of key 
Army capabilities. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House providing funds 
for specific grants. The Senate bill contained 
no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate concerning re-
pair and upgrades at the Pacific Missile 
Range Facility. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate relating to 
budget justification for overseas contin-
gencies. The House bill contained a similar 
provision. The conferees have addressed this 
issue under Title II. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House and the Senate 
relating to Shipbuilding and Conversion, 
Navy transfers. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the Senate which reduces 
funding made available under Title II for 
savings due to contractor efficiencies. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House which provides 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13130 November 6, 2007 
for the presentation of promotional material 
to military personnel returning from service 
in Operation Enduring Freedom or Operation 
Iraqi Freedom. The Senate bill contained a 
similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate concerning re-
vised economic assumptions. The House bill 
contained a similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate relating to the 
prohibition on transfer of program authori-
ties relating to current TUAVs. The House 
bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the Senate concerning the 
Joint Interagency Training and Education 
Center. The House bill contained no similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which extends 
the authority of a Defense Advanced Re-
search Project Agency program through Sep-
tember 30, 2008. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House relating to the 
obligation of supervision and administration 
costs associated with overseas construction 
projects. The Senate bill contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the Senate concerning the 
Asia Pacific Regional Initiative. The House 
bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House relating to a 
major force program category for space. The 
Senate bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House concerning the 
Tanker Replacement Transfer Fund. The 
Senate bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House relating to per-
manent bases in Iraq. The Senate bill con-
tained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House relating to tor-
ture. The Senate bill contained no similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the House that provides 
limitations on the use of funds made avail-
able in this Act to pay negotiated indirect 
cost rates on basic research contracts and 
grants. The Senate bill contained no similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House which provides 
that any request for funds for an ongoing 
military operation overseas for any fiscal 
year beyond 2008, including Afghanistan and 
Iraq, shall be included in the President’s an-
nual budget submission. The Senate bill con-
tained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the House relating to award 
fees to defense contractors. The Senate bill 
contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate concerning the 
USS Arizona Memorial Museum and Visitor 
Center. The House bill contained no similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which provides 
for a deadline for the destruction of the U.S. 
chemical weapons stockpile. The House bill 
contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement deletes a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate relating to nu-
clear weapons handling procedures. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 
The conferees have addressed this issue else-
where in this statement. 

The conference agreement modifies a pro-
vision proposed by the Senate regarding air-
line travel. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

The conference agreement retains a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate which provides 
for the establishment on the Department of 

Defense (DoD) homepage a direct link to the 
homepage of the DoD Inspector General. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement includes a new 
provision which provides $11,630,000,000 in 
emergency funding to purchase Mine Resist-
ant Ambush Protected Vehicles. 

COMPLIANCE WITH RULE XXI, CL. 9 (HOUSE) 
AND WITH RULE XLIV (SENATE) 

The following list is submitted in compli-
ance with clause 9 of rule XXI of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives and rule XLIV 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, which 
require publication of a list of congression-
ally directed spending items (Senate), con-
gressional earmarks (House), limited tax 
benefits, and limited tariff benefits included 
in the conference report, or in the joint 
statement of managers accompanying the 
conference report, including the name of 
each Senator, House Member, Delegate, or 
Resident Commissioner who submitted a re-
quest to the Committee of jurisdiction for 
each item so identified. Congressionally di-
rected spending items (as defined in the Sen-
ate rule) and congressional earmarks (as de-
fined in the House rule) in this division of 
the conference report or joint statement of 
managers are listed below. Neither the con-
ference report nor the statement of man-
agers contains any limited tax benefits or 
limited tariff benefits as defined in the appli-
cable House and Senate rules. 

The following list is also submitted in 
compliance with House Resolution 491, which 
requires a listing of congressional earmarks 
in the conference report or joint statement 
of managers that were not committed to the 
committee of conference by either House, 
not in a report on a bill committed to con-
ference, and not in a Senate committee re-
port on a companion measure. Such ear-
marks are marked with an ‘‘*’’ in the list 
below. 

DEFENSE 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

AP,A Air Warrior Warner, Webb $800,000 

AP,A Cockpit Air Bag System (CABS) Mitchell, Pastor $1,600,000 

AP,A FLIR Radar System for the UH-60 Blackhawk Helicopter for the New York ANG Hall, John $800,000 

AP,A Ft Knox Godman Airfield ASR McConnell $3,200,000 

AP,A Internal Extended Range Fuel System Pastor, Renzi $3,600,000 

AP,A IVHMS System—Tennessee National Guard Alexander, Corker, Leahy $2,880,000 

AP,A UH-60 MEDEVAC Search and Rescue Thermal Imaging Upgrades Young (FL), Cole, Hooley, McNulty, King 
(NY), Walsh 

Domenici, Smith, Wyden $1,000,000 

AP,A UH-60A Re-Wiring Program Granger $2,000,000 

AP,A UH-60A to UH-60L Upgrade Ortiz, Bilirakis, Cummings, Ellsworth, 
King (NY), Shays 

Dodd, Johnson, Landrieu, Mikulski, Shel-
by 

$1,600,000 

AP,A Vibration Management Enhancement Program Barrett, Brown (SC), Clyburn Feinstein, Graham $2,400,000 

AP,AF Upgrades for 76-aircraft B-52 fleet Conrad, Dorgan, Landrieu, Vitter $15,200,000 

AP,AF AN/APN-241 Radar for ANG C-130 Gingrey, Hayes, Kingston, Marshall Biden, Carper $3,200,000 

AP,AF ARC 210 Improved Communications for A-10 Loebsack Durbin, Grassley, Vitter $2,000,000 

AP,AF ARC 210 Improved Communications for F-16 Bennett, Durbin, Grassley, Harkin, 
Inhofe, Sessions, Vitter 

$6,000,000 

AP,AF C-130 Active Noise Cancellation Tiahrt $1,500,000 

AP,AF Civil Air Patrol (AC) Tiahrt $1,800,000 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00390 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.181 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13131 November 6, 2007 

DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

AP,AF Communications Special Test Equipment (STE) for Global Hawk Cannon Hatch $1,600,000 

AP,AF F-16 On-Board Oxygen Generation Systems (OBOGS) Retrofit Braley, Hare Harkin, Durbin $1,600,000 

AP,AF RAINCOAT Walsh Domenici $2,400,000 

AP,AF RC-26B Modernization Program Young (FL), Doolittle $3,200,000 

AP,AF Senior Scout Integrated Mission Trainer Lamborn, Udall (CO) Allard, Salazar $1,000,000 

AP,N CH-46 Communications Enhancements Warner, Webb $1,600,000 

AP,N Direct Squadron Readiness Training Byrd $3,600,000 

AP,N Integrated Mechanical Diagnostics Health and Usage Management System 
(IMDS) for CH-53 

Leahy, Johnson, Sanders, Thune $4,640,000 

AP,N P-3 AIP ESM Multi Platform Emitter Geolocation (MPEG) Upgrade Feinstein $2,400,000 

AP,N Advanced Helicopter Emergency Egress Lighting System (ADHEELS) Alexander, Melancon Landrieu, Vitter $1,600,000 

AP,N AN/AAR-47 Young (FL) $4,000,000 

AP,N C-130 Aircraft Health Monitoring System Tiahrt $1,000,000 

AP,N C4ISR Operations & Training Murtha $4,000,000 

AP,N LAU-7 Sidewinder Missile Launcher Replacement Program Waters $1,000,000 

AP,N P-3 Command, Control, Communications and Computers (C4) for Anti-Sub-
marine Warfare (ASW) 

Inglis Graham, Klobuchar $4,000,000 

AP,N P-3C High Resolution Digital Recorder Saxton, Andrews, LoBiondo $1,500,000 

AP,N USMC UC-12 Replacement Aircraft (RA) Tiahrt Brownback, Lott $8,300,000 

ChemDemil Blue Grass Chemical Agent Destruction Pilot Plant McConnell $28,000,000 

ChemDemil Pueblo Chemical Agent Destruction Pilot Plant Salazar, Allard $10,000,000 

DHP AFIP Records Digitization Program Byrd $18,000,000 

DHP Brown Tree Snakes Inouye $2,000,000 

DHP Comprehensive Cancer Screening Byrd $1,200,000 

DHP Enhanced Medical Situational Awareness Kohl $2,400,000 

DHP Epidemiologic Health Survey at the Iowa Army Ammunition Plant Loebsack Grassley, Harkin $1,000,000 

DHP Hawaii Federal Health Care Network Inouye $25,000,000 

DHP HEALTHeFORCES Byrd $2,800,000 

DHP Integrated Translational Prostate Disease Research at WRAMC Stevens $5,000,000 

DHP Patient Medication Administration and Medical Equipment Tracking at Keesler 
Air Force Medical Center 

Cochran $1,000,000 

DHP Telerobotic and Advance Minimally Invasive Surgery Byrd $1,000,000 

DHP Advanced Military Wound Healing and Treatment Reynolds $1,000,000 

DHP Battlefield Wound Treatment Medicine Udall (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $1,200,000 

DHP Bethesda Hospitals Emergency Preparedness Partnership Van Hollen Cardin $4,800,000 

DHP Composite Operational Health and Operational Risk Tracking System Emerson $1,000,000 

DHP Copper Antimicrobial Research Program Akin, Arcuri, Costello, Gerlach Casey, Durbin, Grassley, Harkin, Lott, 
Reed 

$3,000,000 

DHP Epilepsy Research for Wounded Military Emanuel $1,200,000 

DHP Fort Drum Regional Health Planning Organization McHugh $400,000 

DHP Ft. Jackson Identifying Health Barriers Project Clyburn $2,400,000 

DHP Health Research and Disparities Eradication Program Clyburn Graham $8,000,000 

DHP Light Emitting Diode Wound Healing and Cutaneous Lesions Davis, Danny Durbin, Obama $3,200,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

DHP Madigan Army Medical Center Trauma Assistance Program Dicks, Baird, Smith (WA) Cantwell $1,000,000 

DHP Malaria Vaccine Development Reichert, McDermott, Smith (WA) Cantwell, Murray $2,000,000 

DHP Mission Hospital Computer Physician Order Entry Initiative Shuler $1,000,000 

DHP Parsons Institute for Information Mapping for Defense Health Program’s 
TRICARE System and the AHLTA 

Nadler Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

DHP Peace Through Health Care Initiative Franks $1,500,000 

DHP Pharmacological Countermeasures to Ionizing Radiation Ramstad Coleman $3,800,000 

DHP Stress Disorders Research Initiative at Fort Hood Edwards $2,720,000 

DHP Theater Enterprise Wide Logistics System Sestak Specter $2,400,000 

DHP USUHS WMD Collaborative Medical Readiness Training Initiative Van Hollen Cardin $1,000,000 

DHP Vanadium Safety Readiness Space, English, Murphy (CT), Paul Casey, Dodd, Lincoln, Pryor, Specter $3,000,000 

DHP Warrior Wellness Program Young (FL) $1,000,000 

DPA Lightweight Ammunition and Armor Initiative Cochran $3,000,000 

DPA Lithium Ion Battery Cell Production McKeon $1,000,000 

DPA Microclimate Cooling Systems Bunning $1,600,000 

DPA POSS Nanotechnology Engineering Scale-Up Initiative Lott $2,400,000 

DPA Reactive Plastic CO2 Absorbent Production Capacity Biden, Carper $1,600,000 

DPA Titanium Metal Matrix Nano Enhanced Titanium Byrd $8,000,000 

DPA ALON and Spinel Optical Ceramics Bono, Tierney Kerry $2,800,000 

DPA Automated Composite Technologies and Manufacturing Center (ACTMC) Bishop (UT), Cannon Bennett, Hatch $10,000,000 

DPA Beryllium Supply Industrial Base Gillmor, Bishop (UT), Kaptur Hatch, Bennett, Brown, Casey, Sessions, 
Voinovich 

$3,200,000 

DPA Domestic Armstrong Titanium Production Biggert, Weller Durbin $5,000,000 

DPA Flexible Aerogel Material Supplier Initiative Kennedy Reed $5,000,000 

DPA Global Personal Recovery System Single Card Solution Gallegly $1,200,000 

DPA Life Cycle Support Center for Unmanned Systems Murtha $2,400,000 

DPA Low Cost Military GPS Loebsack, Braley, Latham $1,600,000 

DPA Photovoltaic Solar Cell Encapsulant Courtney Dodd, Lieberman $2,400,000 

DPA Production of Affordable Direct Methanol Fuel Cells Components Carney Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

DPA Production of Miniature Compressors for Electronics and Personal Cooling Rogers (KY) $1,000,000 

DPA Read Out Integrated Circuit Manufacturing Improvement Simpson Craig $2,400,000 

DPA SWORDS Safety Confirmation Testing for Accelerated Fielding and Production Conyers, Meehan, Ross Pryor, Levin, Lincoln $1,600,000 

DRUGS Alaska National Guard Counter-Drug Program Stevens $2,500,000 

DRUGS Hawaii National Guard Counter-Drug Program Inouye $3,000,000 

DRUGS Kentucky National Guard Counter-Drug Program McConnell $3,200,000 

DRUGS Midwest Counter-Drug Training Center Grassley, Harkin $5,000,000 

DRUGS New Mexico National Guard Counter-Drug Support Bingaman $3,000,000 

DRUGS Northeast Counter-Drug Training Center Specter $4,000,000 

DRUGS West Virginia Counter-Drug Program Byrd $1,304,000 

DRUGS Wireless Exploitation Program Burr $1,200,000 

DRUGS Appalachia High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area Tennessee Gordon Alexander, Corker $4,000,000 

DRUGS Indiana National Guard Counter Drug Program Visclosky $800,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

DRUGS Multi-Jurisdictional Counter-Drug Task Force Training Young (FL) $3,000,000 

DRUGS Nevada National Guard Counterdrug Operations Berkley Reid $3,500,000 

DRUGS Regional Counterdrug Training Academy, Meridian Pickering Lott $2,160,000 

DRUGS Southwest Border Fence Hunter $1,200,000 

ENV Lake Erie/Toussaint River Project Kaptur $1,000,000 

ENV Restoration of Naval Facility at Centerville Beach Thompson (CA) $3,000,000 

ENV Spring Valley Formerly Used Defense Site McGovern $3,200,000 

GP Harnett County/Ft. Bragg, NC Infrastructure Improvements Etheridge $3,500,000 

GP Jamaica Bay Unit of Gateway National Recreation Area Weiner $4,800,000 

GP Joint Venture Education Program Inouye $5,500,000 

GP National Bureau for Asian Research Dicks $1,200,000 

GP Presidio Main Post Pelosi $2,000,000 

GP Project SOAR Braley, Pelosi Grassley, Harkin $5,000,000 

GP Red Cross Consolidated Blood Services Facility Kaptur, Marcy $1,200,000 

GP U.S.S. Arizona Inouye 

Intel Advanced Geospatial Intelligence (AGI) Exploitation Tools Hobson, David Brown, Voinovich $2,400,000 

Intel Airborne Commercial Radar Mapping Lewis (CA) $3,200,000 

Intel All Sources Intelligence Environment Moran (VA) $1,000,000 

Intel Carbon Nanotube-based Radiation Hard Non-Volatile RAM Blunt $4,800,000 

Intel Center for Innovative Geospatial Technology Lewis (CA) $5,000,000 

Intel China Geospatial Data Project Boustany, Everett, Jindal $2,500,000 

Intel Digital Information Sharing Pilot (DISP) Hobson Voinovich $2,400,000 

Intel Enhanced Foreign System Signature Prediction/MSIC Cramer $2,400,000 

Intel GeoSAR System Enhancements Lewis (CA), Bartlett $3,200,000 

Intel Geospatial Intelligence Analysis Education Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

Intel Geospatial Science Initiative Wilson (NM) Domenici $850,000 

Intel Intelligence Analyst Education and Training Wicker Cochran $3,200,000 

Intel Intelligence Training at the Kennedy School of Government Rockefeller $200,000 

Intel Laboratory for High Performance Computational Systems/MSIC Cramer $1,200,000 

Intel National Drug Intelligence Center (NDIC) Murtha $23,000,000 

Intel National Media Exploitation Center Rockefeller $6,000,000 

Intel Next Generation MSIC Simulation Testbed Cramer, Aderholt $3,200,000 

Intel NMEC Intelligence Community R&D Lab and Better Service to Combatant Com-
mands 

Young (FL) $2,400,000 

Intel Northwest Maritime Information and Littoral Operations Program Dicks $4,000,000 

Intel Open Source Naval and Missile Database Reporting System Dicks $1,600,000 

Intel Portable Neutron Imaging System Harman $1,000,000 

Intel Rapid Missile All Source Analysis Cramer, Everett Bond $400,000 

Intel Tactical SIPRNET Reyes $1,000,000 

Intel War-fighter Support Using HELIOS/MSIC Cramer $2,400,000 

MILPERS,ANG 166th Network Warfare Squadron Biden, Carper $600,000 

MILPERS,ANG A Second Civil Support Team for Weapons of Mass Destruction in Florida Young (FL) $400,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

MILPERS,ANG Crypto-Linguist/Intelligence Officer Initiative Hagel $1,600,000 

MILPERS,ANG Establishment of a Second Civil Support Team (CST) in New York King (NY), Hall (NY) Clinton, Schumer $359,000 

MILPERS,ANG Joint Interagency Training and Education Center Byrd $650,000 

MILPERS,ARNG A Second Civil Support Team for Weapons of Mass Destruction in Florida Young (FL) $1,300,000 

MILPERS,ARNG Establishment of a Second Civil Support Team (CST) in New York King (NY), Hall (NY) Clinton, Schumer $1,968,000 

MILPERS,ARNG Joint Interagency Training and Education Center Byrd $3,600,000 

OM,A Advanced Combat Helmet PLUS Leahy $4,000,000 

OM,A Air Battle Captain (ROTC Heli Flight Training Program) Conrad, Dorgan $2,000,000 

OM,A Air-Supported Temper Tent Rogers (KY) $1,600,000 

OM,A Anniston Army Depot Industrial Efficiencies Shelby, Sessions $1,200,000 

OM,A Army Condition Based Maintenance Sanchez, Loretta Feinstein $1,600,000 

OM,A Army Conservation and Ecosystem Management Inouye $3,500,000 

OM,A Army Strategic Logistics Initiatives—Asset Visibility Murtha $1,600,000 

OM,A Autonomics Logistics Demonstration Rahall $1,600,000 

OM,A Biosecurity Research for Soldier Food Safety Roberts $1,200,000 

OM,A Cognitive Air Defense Simulators Reyes Bingaman, Cornyn $1,600,000 

OM,A Common Logistics Operating Environment Bishop (GA) $3,200,000 

OM,A Critical Language Instruction for Military Personnel, Education, Training and 
Distance Learning 

Putnam, Boyd $3,000,000 

OM,A Extended Cold Weather Clothing System ? Gen III Inglis $2,800,000 

OM,A Fleece Insulating Liners for Extended Cold Weather Clothing System, Generation 
III (ECWCS GEN III) 

Hodes, Walberg, Meehan Graham, Gregg, Kennedy, Kerry, 
Stabenow, Sununu 

$3,200,000 

OM,A Fort Hood Training Lands Restoration and Maintenance Carter, Edwards $3,000,000 

OM,A Fort Stewart Live Fire Ranges Modernization & Improvements Kingston $1,200,000 

OM,A Leadership for Leaders at CGSC and KSU Boyda Brownback $500,000 

OM,A Low Profile Phased Array Antenna Visclosky $1,200,000 

OM,A McAlester AAP Bomb Line Modernization Boren $2,000,000 

OM,A Mobile Battery Shops (MBS) Farr $800,000 

OM,A Modular Command Post Tent Rogers (KY) $4,000,000 

OM,A NanoSensor StageGate Accelerator McNulty $1,600,000 

OM,A Nanotechnology Corrosion Support Rahall $1,000,000 

OM,A Northern Nevada Special Operations Training Project Reid $1,560,000 

OM,A One Soul: Holocaust Education Exhibit Ryan (OH) Cantwell, Clinton, Kennedy, Landrieu, 
Lautenberg, Lieberman, Menendez, 
Schumer, Stabenow, Wyden 

$1,600,000 

OM,A Online Technology Training Program at Ft. Lewis Murray $1,600,000 

OM,A Operational/Technical Training Validation Testbed for Maneuver Units at Fort 
Bliss 

Reyes $2,600,000 

OM,A PARC/Multi-Brigade Training Requirements Stevens $15,100,000 

OM,A Quadcons and Tricons for Strategic Mobility Brown (SC) Graham $1,200,000 

OM,A Recapturing the Army’s Training Ranges Bishop (GA) $800,000 

OM,A Retrograde Tracking, Monitoring and Security of U.S. Military Materiel Hayes Feinstein $3,200,000 

OM,A Rock Island Arsenal, Building 299 Roof Replacement Phase II Hare Grassley, Harkin, Obama $6,000,000 

OM,A Roofing Restoration Program at Fort Stewart, GA Kingston $1,600,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

OM,A Sawfly Combat Ballistic Protection Eyewear Leahy $1,600,000 

OM,A Scanning Technology for Accelerating Reset Brown (SC), Wilson (SC) Graham, Sessions, Stabenow $1,600,000 

OM,A Second Civil Support Team for Weapons of Mass Destruction in Florida Young (FL) $300,000 

OM,A Sense and Respond Logistics Capability Bishop (GA) $2,800,000 

OM,A Tracking Reusable Assets for Contingency and Emergency Response Byrd $3,600,000 

OM,A Transformation of ISO Containers to Smart Containers McHenry $1,800,000 

OM,A U.S. Army Battery Management Program Utilizing Pulse Technology Marchant, Sessions $2,800,000 

OM,A U.S. Army Extended Cold Weather Clothing System (ECWCS) Hand Protection 
System 

Dicks, Baird, McDermott, Reichert Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

OM,A UH-60 Leak Proof Transmission Drip Pans Rogers (KY) $2,000,000 

OM,A Water Purification & Distribution Operating Systems Kaptur $2,400,000 

OM,AF AK CAP Survival Equipment Stevens $500,000 

OM,AF Alaska Land Mobile Radio (ALMR) Stevens, Murkowski $4,300,000 

OM,AF Center for Space and Defense Studies Allard, Salazar $500,000 

OM,AF Civil Air Patrol Biden, Harkin, Carper $2,300,000 

OM,AF Eielson Utilidors Stevens $9,000,000 

OM,AF Electrical Distribution Upgrade at Hickam Inouye $7,000,000 

OM,AF Interoperable Communications/Enterprise Network for USNORTHCOM Salazar $3,200,000 

OM,AF Military Legal Assistance Clinic Brown $4,000,000 

OM,AF Mission Critical Power System Reliability Surveys Voinovich $800,000 

OM,AF Mobile Shear Reid $400,000 

OM,AF National Security Space Institute Allard $2,640,000 

OM,AF Operational Upgrades, BLDG 9480 Stevens $9,000,000 

OM,AF Red Flag PARC Upgrades Stevens $7,500,000 

OM,AF 8th Air Force Cyberspace Innovation Center McCrery Landrieu, Vitter $4,000,000 

OM,AF Advanced Technical Intelligence Center (ATIC)—Human Capital Development 
(HCD) 

Hobson Voinovich $4,000,000 

OM,AF Air Force Manufacturing Technical Assistance and Production Program Miller (MI), Markey Levin $1,200,000 

OM,AF Air Force Materiel Command’s Net-centric Emergency Notification System Lantos $800,000 

OM,AF Building 641 (AFIT) Hobson $2,000,000 

OM,AF Center for Parts Configuration Management (CPCM) Bishop (GA), Marshall, Kingston Chambliss, Isakson $2,400,000 

OM,AF Demonstration Project for Contractors Employing Persons with Disabilities Tiahrt $1,600,000 

OM,AF Engine Health Management Plus Data Repository Center Murtha $1,600,000 

OM,AF Engineering Training & Knowledge Preservation System Davis (KY) Bunning $1,600,000 

OM,AF Lean Process Improvement Marshall $1,600,000 

OM,AF Mac Dill Air Force Base Online Technology Program Castor $800,000 

OM,AF MBU-20/P Oxygen Mask and Mask Light Dreier $3,000,000 

OM,AF Naval Postgraduate School PhD in Homeland Defense Lamborn, Udall (CO) Allard, Salazar $3,200,000 

OM,AF Online Technology Training Program at Nellis Air Force Base Porter Reid $1,600,000 

OM,AFR 931st Air Refueling Group (ARG) Maintenance Acceleration Plan Tiahrt $1,600,000 

OM,AFR Whiteman Conventional Munitions Storage Emerson $1,600,000 

OM,ANG 166th Network Warfare Squadron Carper, Biden $200,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

OM,ANG Atlantic Thunder ? Quarterly Joint Training Events at Savannah Combat Readi-
ness Training Center 

Kingston $500,000 

OM,ANG Controlled Humidity Protection (CHP) SC Air National Guard Wilson (SC) Graham $2,700,000 

OM,ANG Crypto-Linguist/Intelligence Officer Initiative Hagel $400,000 

OM,ANG Establishment of a second Civil Support team (CST) in New York State King (NY), Hall (NY) Clinton, Schumer $247,000 

OM,ANG Great Plains Joint Regional Training Center Safety Equipment Boyda $1,280,000 

OM,ANG Joint Interagency Training and Education Center Byrd $150,000 

OM,ANG Joint Training Experimentation Program (JTEP) Lewis (CA) $1,600,000 

OM,ANG Mobility Equipment and Training Supplies, 139th Airlift Wing, St. Joseph, Mis-
souri 

Graves, Sam $265,000 

OM,ANG National Guard Bureau—J3/J6 National Military Cyber Operations—Air National 
Guard 

Mitchell $2,400,000 

OM,ANG Smoky Hill Range Operations Facility Refurbishment Moran (KS) $1,100,000 

OM,ANG Unmanned Air Vehicle Technology Evaluation Program Tiahrt $1,000,000 

OM,AR 2nd Generation Extended Cold Weather Clothing System Carper, Reed, Biden $1,760,000 

OM,AR M-Gator Petri $4,000,000 

OM,AR Mobile Corrosion Prevention and Abatement Program Higgins Akaka, Clinton, Schumer $1,800,000 

OM,AR Reserve Component Automation System (RCAS) Regional Level Application Soft-
ware (RLAS) Integration Capability 

Murtha $1,200,000 

OM,AR Tactical Operation Centers (ELAMS/ESAMS/MECCS) Young (FL) $1,600,000 

OM,ARNG 2nd Generation Extended Cold Weather Clothing System Taylor Biden, Carper, Mikulski, Reed $3,200,000 

OM,ARNG A Second Civil Support Team for Weapons of Mass Destruction in Florida Young (FL) $1,200,000 

OM,ARNG Acquisition of 17 M916A3 Welch $1,600,000 

OM,ARNG Advanced Law Enforcement Rapid Response Training Doggett Cornyn $1,600,000 

OM,ARNG Army National Guard Battery Modernization Program Cooper Alexander $2,400,000 

OM,ARNG Ballistic Helmet Liner Kits Wu, Blumenauer, DeFazio, Hooley Smith, Wyden $1,000,000 

OM,ARNG Biodegradable Soil Penetrant Dust Palliative for Land Surfaces Visclosky $2,000,000 

OM,ARNG Civil Support Team Trainer (CSTT) Enzi $4,000,000 

OM,ARNG Columbia Regional Geospatial Service Center System Gohmert Hutchison $2,000,000 

OM,ARNG CST/CERFP Sustainment Training and Evaluation Program (STEP) Dicks, Hastings (WA) $1,000,000 

OM,ARNG Establishment of a Second Civil Support Team (CST) in New York King (NY), Hall (NY) $1,239,000 

OM,ARNG Field Maintenance Shop (FMS) Directed Design Walz $960,000 

OM,ARNG Homeland Defense Operational Planning System (HOPS) Lewis (CA), Doolittle, McNerney, 
Tauscher 

$3,200,000 

OM,ARNG Integrated Disaster Management System / RDMS Collins, Snowe $3,000,000 

OM,ARNG Joint Border Operations Training Center Cuellar $1,000,000 

OM,ARNG Joint Forces Orientation Distance Learning Project Murtha $1,280,000 

OM,ARNG Joint Interagency Training and Education Center Byrd $5,600,000 

OM,ARNG Minnesota National Guard Reintegration Program Peterson (MN) Coleman, Klobuchar $3,520,000 

OM,ARNG Mobile Corrosion Prevention and Abatement Higgins Akaka $1,800,000 

OM,ARNG National Guard Global Education Project Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $750,000 

OM,ARNG National Service Member Outreach Program (as provided in Senate Sec 8130) Akaka, Brown, Kerry, Obama, Sanders $3,000,000 

OM,ARNG Operator Driving Simulators for the U.S. Army National Guard Dingell Levin, Stabenow, Warner, Webb $2,400,000 
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Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 
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House Senate 

OM,ARNG Pennsylvania National Guard Integration of the Joint CONUS Communications 
Support Environment (JCCSE) 

Casey $2,500,000 

OM,ARNG Personnel Armor System Ground Troops (PASGT) Helmet Retrofit Pad Sets Tancredo Allard $1,200,000 

OM,ARNG UH-60 Leak Proof Transmission Drip Pans Rogers (KY) $1,600,000 

OM,ARNG Vermont National Guard Family Counseling Demonstration Leahy, Sanders $3,000,000 

OM,ARNG Virginia National Guard Command and Control Interoperability Upgrades Warner, Webb $800,000 

OM,ARNG Virginia National Guard Humidity Protection Warner, Webb $800,000 

OM,ARNG Weapons Skills Trainer Keller, Stearns Nelson (FL) $4,000,000 

OM,DW Access to Joint Tanana Training Complex Stevens $44,200,000 

OM,DW Aircraft Logging and Recording for Training Conrad, Dorgan $1,600,000 

OM,DW Armed Forces Health and Food Supply Research Roberts $3,200,000 

OM,DW Charles E. Kelly Relocation Project Murphy, Tim Casey, Specter $4,000,000 

OM,DW Commercial Airborne IFSAR Mapping Allard $4,160,000 

OM,DW Commercial Technologies for Maintenance Activities Kingston; Brown (FL); Butterfield; Davis 
(CA); Jones (NC); Ortiz; Shea-Porter; 
Bishop (UT) 

$1,600,000 

OM,DW Critical Language Training—San Diego State University Davis (CA) $1,000,000 

OM,DW Davids Island—Fort Slocum Remediation Lowey $8,000,000 

OM,DW Defense Critical Languages and Cultures Program Baucus, Tester $1,000,000 

OM,DW Defense Threat Reduction University Consortium Udall (NM) Bingaman $1,000,000 

OM,DW Delaware Valley Continuing Education Initiative for National Guard and Reserve Schwartz; Gerlach; Murphy, Patrick Lautenberg, Menendez $1,000,000 

OM,DW Enterprise-wide Data and Knowledge Management System to Enhance USSOCOM 
Mission 

Young (FL) $1,000,000 

OM,DW Exhibit on Role of Arab Americans in the Defense of Our Country Stabenow $2,000,000 

OM,DW Frankford Arsenal Environmental Assessment and Remediation Schwartz $1,600,000 

OM,DW Hunters Point Naval Shipyard Pelosi Feinstein $9,300,000 

OM,DW Intermodal Marine Facility-Port of Anchorage Stevens $11,000,000 

OM,DW Joint Logistics Education Training and Experimentation Testbed/Transformation 
(JLETT) AUSDATL 

Kingston, Marshall $1,000,000 

OM,DW Lewis Center for Education Research Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

OM,DW McClellan AFB Infrastructure Improvements Lungren, Matsui $2,400,000 

OM,DW Middle East Regional Security Issues Program Berman Feinstein $2,400,000 

OM,DW Military Intelligence Service Historic Learning Center Pelosi, Honda Akaka $800,000 

OM,DW Modeling & Simulation of Joint Logistics Command and Control Processes Rahall $1,000,000 

OM,DW Norton AFB ? infrastructure improvements Lewis (CA), Baca $4,000,000 

OM,DW Parents as Teachers Heroes at Home Boyda, Kaptur, Kingston, Smith (WA), 
Young (AK) 

Bond $2,400,000 

OM,DW Port of San Francisco Site Investigation and Remedial Action Pelosi Boxer $2,400,000 

OM,DW SOF Mission Training and Preparation Systems Interoperability Young (FL) $1,200,000 

OM,DW Soldier Center at Patriot Park, Ft. Benning Bishop (GA) Chambliss, Isakson $6,000,000 

OM,DW Stabilization/Repair of the Ship Repair Facility at MOTBY Sires Lautenberg, Menendez $8,000,000 

OM,DW Strategic Language Initiative (CSU Center for Strategic Languages) Royce, Watson Boxer $1,200,000 

OM,DW Thorium/Magnesium Excavation—Blue Island Jackson $1,200,000 

OM,DW Translation and Interpretation Skills for DOD Farr $1,600,000 
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Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

OM,MC Acclimate Flame Resistant High Performance Base Layers Hayes $1,600,000 

OM,MC Advanced Fire Resistant Protective Shirt Program Carney Specter $800,000 

OM,MC Bellows Air Force Base Environmental Cleanup of Pier Dump Site, Bellows Air 
Force Base, Kaneohe Mari 

Hirono $2,000,000 

OM,MC Cold Weather Layering System Meehan, Rogers (MI), Walberg Kennedy, Kerry, Levin, Stabenow, 
Sununu 

$2,400,000 

OM,MC Combat Casualty Care Equipment Upgrade Program Spratt Graham $1,600,000 

OM,MC Combat Desert Jacket Mikulski, Biden, Carper $3,200,000 

OM,MC Marine Corps Merino Wool Cushion Boot Sock Welch Leahy, Sanders $1,600,000 

OM,MC Mobile Corrosion Prevention and Abatement Higgins Akaka, Clinton, Schumer $1,800,000 

OM,MC Mountain Cold Weather Clothing and Equipment Program (MCWCEP)—Marine 
Corps Base Layers 

Hooley, Wu Burr, Casey, Clinton, Dole, Schumer, 
Smith, Wyden 

$2,400,000 

OM,MC Multi-Voltage EMI Hardened Fluorescent Stringable Tent Lighting System Spratt, John Graham $1,600,000 

OM,MC Performance Enhancements for Information Assurance and Information Sys-
tems—Operations 

Cochran $1,200,000 

OM,MC Range Transformation Initiative Lewis (CA) $4,000,000 

OM,MC Self-Inflating MARPAD Sleep Pad McDermott, Reichert $800,000 

OM,MC Ultra Light Camouflage Net Systems (ULCANS) Etheridge Dole $2,400,000 

OM,MC USMC Shelters and Tents CP Large Warner, Webb $2,400,000 

OM,N Mk 45 Mod 5? Gun Depot Overhauls McConnell $11,760,000 

OM,N Navy Ocean/Surveillance Fleet Consolidation Cochran $6,880,000 

OM,N PMRF Flood Control Inouye $3,000,000 

OM,N Aircraft Rescue Firefighting (ARFF) Training Brown (FL) $1,600,000 

OM,N Center for Defense Technology and Education for the Military Services Farr $4,000,000 

OM,N Global Force Management Visibility Tool Forbes Warner, Webb $1,200,000 

OM,N Joint Electronic Warfare Training Larsen $1,200,000 

OM,N Local Situational Awareness Systems, NAS Lemoore Costa $1,600,000 

OM,N Military Physicians Combat Medical Training by the University of Florida College 
of Medicine 

Brown (FL) Martinez $1,000,000 

OM,N Modernization/Restoration of Naval Air Station Key West Facilities and Infra-
structure 

Ros-Lehtinen $2,400,000 

OM,N Naval Oceanographic Office Charting Taylor Cochran $3,900,000 

OM,N Navy Shore Infrastructure Transformation (NSIT) Dicks $3,200,000 

OM,N Pierside Wireless Connection System Crenshaw, Bilirakis, Kingston $1,600,000 

OM,N Professional Development Education Brown-Waite Martinez $1,200,000 

OM,N Puget Sound Navy Museum Dicks $1,000,000 

OM,N Radio Frequency Identification (RFID) SMART Container: Passive tags dynami-
cally updating active tag 

Davis, Tom $2,400,000 

OP,A 1/25 SIB Range Improvement Stevens $11,000,000 

OP,A Air and Missile Defense Instrumentation System Reyes $1,600,000 

OP,A All Terrain Lifter Army System II Shuster Specter $2,400,000 

OP,A America’s Army Live-Fire Shoot House Deployment Lampson Inhofe $800,000 

OP,A AN/TPQ—37 Firefinder Radar Reliability, Maintainability Improvements Pickering Cochran, Lott $2,500,000 

OP,A Armored Security Vehicle, M-1117 Guardian ASV Turret Upgrades Jindal Landrieu, Vitter $2,800,000 
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Requesting Member 
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House Senate 

OP,A Automated ID Technology Life Cycle Asset Management for the 160th Special 
Operations Aviation Regiment 

Shelby $2,400,000 

OP,A Battlefield Anti-Intrusion System Lautenberg, Menendez $1,200,000 

OP,A Call for Fire Trainer for ARNG Holden $3,200,000 

OP,A Call For Fire Trainer/Joint Fires and Effects Trainer System Cole Inhofe $3,200,000 

OP,A Cartledge Infuser Westmoreland, Gingrey Chambliss $1,800,000 

OP,A Combat Arms Training System (CATS) for ARNG Kingston, Gingrey Chambliss, Isakson $3,200,000 

OP,A Combat Skills Simulation Systems, Ohio Army National Guard Space $1,000,000 

OP,A Combat Support Hospitals Salazar Domenici, Salazar $3,200,000 

OP,A Combined Arms Virtual Trainers Hare Durbin $4,800,000 

OP,A Combined Arms Virtual Trainers for TN ARNG Cooper Alexander $4,800,000 

OP,A Critical Army Systems ? Cyber Attack Technology (CASCAT) Visclosky Lugar $1,200,000 

OP,A Defense Advanced GPS Receiver (DAGR) Loebsack, Hinchey, Latham Grassley, Harkin, Vitter $4,000,000 

OP,A Depot Automated Identification Technology (D-AIT) at Anniston Army Depot and 
Red River Army Depot 

Rogers (AL), Akin, Hall (TX) Lincoln, Pryor, Sessions, Shelby, 
Voinovich 

$1,600,000 

OP,A Fido Explosive Detector Inhofe $3,000,000 

OP,A FlexTrain eXportable Combat Training Capability (XCTC) Ortiz, Whitfield Lott $2,000,000 

OP,A FlexTrain eXportable Combat Training Capability (XCTC), Camp Ripley, MN Oberstar Coleman $2,000,000 

OP,A Handheld Phraselator System Reed $2,400,000 

OP,A HMMWV Restraint system Young (FL) $4,000,000 

OP,A IHITS for Blue Force Tracking and Training Baucus $4,000,000 

OP,A Immersive Group Simulation Training Demonstration for Hawaii ARNG Akaka $1,000,000 

OP,A Information Technology Upgrades for Detroit Arsenal Levin $1,700,000 

OP,A Laser Collective Combat Advanced Training System for the Army National Guard Langevin Reed $4,000,000 

OP,A Laser Marksmanship Training System (LMTS) Kennedy $4,000,000 

OP,A Lightweight Maintenance Enclosure (LME) Davis, Lincoln Alexander $4,000,000 

OP,A Lightweight Water Purifier Landrieu, Vitter $1,600,000 

OP,A M871 Series Trailer Refurbishment Program Boyda $800,000 

OP,A M872A4 34T Flatbed Trailers Berkley Reid $2,960,000 

OP,A Microclimate Cooling Unit (MCU) for Military Tactical Vehicles Reynolds, Higgins Clinton, Schumer $1,000,000 

OP,A Mobile Defense Fighting Positions Walsh Clinton, Schumer $3,500,000 

OP,A Mobile Virtual Training Capability (MVTC) Keller $2,500,000 

OP,A Modular Tactical LED Weapon Light with IR Illuminator Lantos $1,600,000 

OP,A MQ-5B Hunter Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Lott $8,000,000 

OP,A Muscatatuck Urban Training Center (MUTC) Instrumentation Hill, Ellsworth, Visclosky Lugar, Bayh $1,600,000 

OP,A MX-2A Miniature Remote Thermal Imager Dent, Renzi Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

OP,A Profiler—Meteorological Measuring Set Berry, Herseth Sandlin, Ruppersberger, 
Shea-Porter 

Inhofe, Lincoln, Pryor $2,500,000 

OP,A Radio Personality Modules for SINCGARS Test Sets Tiahrt Brownback $2,000,000 

OP,A Recon-Navigation System (RNAV) for the DPD Bishop (NY), Ros-Lehtinen, Mica Clinton, Schumer $2,400,000 

OP,A Satellite Multi-Modal Collaborative Crisis and Training Network for the Min-
nesota Army National Guard 

Oberstar Coleman, Klobuchar $3,000,000 

OP,A Tabletop Trainers Hare Crapo, Durbin $4,000,000 
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OP,A Tabletop Trainers for the TN National Guard Cooper, Jim Alexander $4,000,000 

OP,A Trunked Radio System Brownback $2,500,000 

OP,A Up-Armored HMMWV and Tactical Truck Convoy Trainers for the TN National 
Guard 

Cooper, Wamp Alexander, Corker $9,000,000 

OP,A Vehicle Emergency Escape Window Altmire $800,000 

OP,A Virtual Door Gunner Trainer for the TN National Guard Cooper Alexander $4,800,000 

OP,A Virtual Warrior Interactive (VWI) Mica, Cooper, Hare, Marshall Durbin, Coleman $3,200,000 

OP,A Warrior Block O All-Weather, Hi-Fidelity Sensor Upgrades Lewis (CA), McKeon $4,000,000 

OP,A Wideband Imagery Dissemination Systems for National Guard Cochran $7,680,000 

OP,A Windows Based AFATDS for Tennessee National Guard Cooper, Gordon Alexander, Corker $3,360,000 

OP,AF Air National Guard (ANG) Joint Threat Emitter (JTE) Savannah Combat Readiness 
Training Centers (CRTC) 

Kingston, Marshall Chambliss, Isakson $4,000,000 

OP,AF AK NORAD Comm Survivability and Diversity Stevens $7,468,000 

OP,AF Alaska Land Mobile Radio (ALMR) Stevens $2,000,000 

OP,AF AVT234 ? Target Motion Cueing (TMC) Integration Kits Reynolds $500,000 

OP,AF Digital Deployed Training Campus (DDTC) for the Air National Guard Maloney $3,200,000 

OP,AF Distributed Ground Station—Workstation Equipment Sets Delahunt $1,600,000 

OP,AF Fixed Base Weather Observation Systems McDermott Cantwell, Murray $4,000,000 

OP,AF Great Plains Joint Regional Training Center Boyda Brownback $500,000 

OP,AF Great Plains Joint Regional Training Center Safety Equipment Boyda $320,000 

OP,AF Ground Multiband Terminal (GMT) Israel Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

OP,AF Ground Space Electronic Security System, Schriever AFB Salazar $1,600,000 

OP,AF IBDSS for Moody Air Force Base Kingston $1,600,000 

OP,AF IMPACT (Information Modernization for Processing with Advanced Coating Tech-
nologies) 

Kingston, Marshall Isakson $1,600,000 

OP,AF Inertia Reel Restraint System Retrofit Young (FL) $2,400,000 

OP,AF Integrated Imagery Network—Nevada National Guard Berkley Reid $5,800,000 

OP,AF Joint Combined Aircrew Systems Tester (JCAST) Biggert, Boswell Durbin $2,000,000 

OP,AF Joint Helmet Mounted Cueing System Granger Bond $3,500,000 

OP,AF Laser Marksmanship Training System (LMTS) Cardin, Mikulski $4,000,000 

OP,AF Life Support Radio Test Sets Brownback $1,200,000 

OP,AF Machine Gun Training System (MGTS) for the Air National Guard Alexander $4,000,000 

OP,AF Mobile Common Data Link Gateway Murtha $1,600,000 

OP,AF Pocket J for NORAD Immediate Warfighter Need Murtha Baucus, Tester $2,400,000 

OP,AF QUADEYE Night Vision Goggles for HH-60 Aircraft Granger $1,600,000 

OP,AF Red Flag PARC Upgrades Stevens $20,000,000 

OP,AF Rescue Streamer Distress Signal Kits Abercrombie Akaka $1,500,000 

OP,AF ROVER III Receiver Matheson, Bishop (UT) Bennett, Hatch $2,400,000 

OP,AF Secure WIreless LAN, 183rd Fighter Wing (ILANG) LaHood Durbin $2,000,000 

OP,AF SELDI (Science, Engineering, and Laboratory Data Integration) Bishop (UT) Bennett, Hatch $1,600,000 

OP,AF Smoky Hill Range Urban Operations / Disaster City Training Site Moran (KS) $2,400,000 

OP,AF Unmanned Threat Emitter Modernization Higgins, Berkley, Meehan, Renzi Clinton, Reid, Schumer $2,400,000 

OP,N Advanced Boat Lifts for Navy Small Boats Program Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 
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OP,N Aegis Computer Center Upgrades Miller, Gary $1,600,000 

OP,N Allen Telescope Array Eshoo $1,600,000 

OP,N AN/SPQ-9B Radar for DDG 51 Modernization Program Ackerman, Israel, Bishop (NY), McCarthy 
(NY) 

Clinton, Schumer $4,800,000 

OP,N AN/SPS-67 Back Fit Engineering Support Young (FL) $1,600,000 

OP,N AN/SPY-1 Radar System Readiness Improvement Young (FL) $1,000,000 

OP,N AN/WSN-7 Fiber Optic Gyro System Upgrades Goode $2,400,000 

OP,N Canned Lube Pumps for LSD-41/49 Class Hayes, Myrick Burr, Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

OP,N Carrier/LHA Ship Self Defense System Open Architecture and Security Upgrades Murtha $1,600,000 

OP,N CB 90 Riverine Craft Dicks Murray, Cantwell $6,000,000 

OP,N Communications Upgrade for DDG Modernization Hoyer Mikulski $3,120,000 

OP,N Cooperative Engagement Capability Young (FL) $4,000,000 

OP,N CVN Propeller Replacement Program Taylor Cochran, Lott $5,600,000 

OP,N Dive Boat Replacement and Modernization Melancon Landrieu, Vitter $2,400,000 

OP,N Enhanced Detection Adjunct Processor Kaptur $4,000,000 

OP,N Envelop Protective Covers McCollum Coleman, Durbin, Klobuchar $1,600,000 

OP,N High Performance Computing Capability Hunter $500,000 

OP,N Inspection Systems for Propulsion Equipment Walsh Clinton, Schumer $1,500,000 

OP,N Intelligent Interface with Intelligent Graphics for Shared Naval Radar Compo-
nents 

Dicks $3,200,000 

OP,N Intelligraf Data Distribution Training Murray $6,000,000 

OP,N JP-5 Manifold (Globe) Electric Valve Operator (EVOs) King (NY), Bishop (NY), McCarthy (NY) Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

OP,N Laser Marksmanship Training System (LMTS) for the Navy Reserve Bartlett $1,600,000 

OP,N Life Raft Procurement Regula Voinovich $1,600,000 

OP,N LSD-41/49 Diesel Engine Low Load Upgrade Kit Baldwin Kohl $3,200,000 

OP,N Man Overboard Identification (MOBI) System Visclosky, Davis (CA) Bayh $800,000 

OP,N Minesweeping System Replacement (MCM-1 Class Combat System Upgrade/ 
Acoustic Generators) 

Boyd $800,000 

OP,N MSAT Simulator for GWOT Training Reid $1,920,000 

OP,N Multi Climate Protection System (MCPS) Hodes, Meehan, Walberg Gregg, Kennedy, Kerry, Levin, Stabenow $2,000,000 

OP,N NAVRES IT COOP Vitter $1,600,000 

OP,N NIROP Industrial Facilities Materials Staging Area Mollohan $3,200,000 

OP,N Radar Distribution OA Refresh Murtha $4,000,000 

OP,N Real-time Identification and Total Asset Visibility (RITAV) Kingston $500,000 

OP,N Shipboard Network Protection System Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

OP,N Sonobuoys—All Types Souder, Mica, Walberg Bayh, Levin, Lugar, Nelson (FL), 
Stabenow 

$2,500,000 

OP,N Weapon Retriever Vehicle Hunter $1,600,000 

P,DW Chem Bio Protective Shelter Emerson, Akin Bond $1,000,000 

P,DW Expansion of Mobile Forensic Labs and Technical Assistance and Training Sup-
port in Largo Florida 

Young (FL) $1,600,000 

P,DW First Responders Integrated Communications Device—Louisiana National Guard 
WMD-CST 

Vitter $800,000 

P,DW Fusion Goggle System (FGS) Gregg, Sununu $3,120,000 
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P,DW Joint Biological Point Detection System (JBPDS) Hayes, Myrick, Watt Burr, Dole, Graham $3,500,000 

P,DW Joint Biological Stand-off Detection System (JBSDS) Shelby $3,200,000 

P,DW Joint Transportable Decontamination System—Small Scale Davis (KY); Hare; LaHood Hagel $6,800,000 

P,DW M291/M295 Skin Decontamination Ross; Schwartz; Bishop (NY); Murphy, 
Patrick 

Casey, Clinton, Lincoln, Pryor, Schumer, 
Specter 

$5,600,000 

P,DW Mission Helmet Recording System Gregg, Sununu $3,200,000 

P,DW MK47 Mod 0 Striker 40 Allen Collins, Lott, Snowe $4,800,000 

P,DW Optimal Placement of Unattended Sensors (OPUS) Visclosky $2,000,000 

P,DW SOVAS Handheld Imager Gregg, Sununu $6,000,000 

P,DW Special Operations Craft—Riverine Taylor Lott $3,600,000 

P,DW SU-232 Thermal Sight Shea-Porter Gregg, Sununu $3,000,000 

P,MC Tactical Support Structures for AN/TPS-59 Radar System Reid $4,800,000 

P,MC Combat Operations Center Murtha $2,400,000 

P,MC Joint Precision AirDrop System ? Mission Planner Rapid Fielding Initiative Taylor $800,000 

P,MC Light Vehicle Intercom System Shea-Porter Gregg, Sununu $2,400,000 

P,MC MAGTFTC Range Transformation Initiative Lewis (CA) $4,000,000 

P,MC Marine Corps Enterprise Information Technology Systems COOP Price (NC) Chambliss, Isakson $1,600,000 

P,MC Marine Corps Flat-Rack Aderholt Sessions, Shelby $2,400,000 

P,MC Mobile Optical Sensor Suite (MOSS) Lewis (CA) $3,200,000 

P,MC Praetorian Lewis (CA) $4,000,000 

P,MC Requirement Objective for Lightweight Maintenance Enclosure (LME) for USMC Davis, Lincoln $1,600,000 

PA,A Ammunition Peculiar Equipment Outloading Module Boren, Ellsworth Inhofe $800,000 

PA,A Ammunition Production Base Support—Scranton AAP—FY2008 Carney, Kanjorski Casey, Specter $3,200,000 

PA,A Blue Grass Army Depot Supercritical Water Oxidation (SCWO) Chandler $2,400,000 

PA,A Bunker Defeat Munition Pastor $2,400,000 

PA,A Holston Army Ammunition Plant—Critical Reliability Upgrade Davis, David $1,600,000 

PA,A Holston Army Ammunition Plant—Thermobaric Extruder Facility Davis, David Alexander $2,400,000 

PA,A Lake City Army Ammunition Infrastructure Requirements Graves, Cleaver Bond $3,000,000 

PA,A M18 Smoke Grenades Ross Lincoln, Pryor $4,000,000 

PA,A Magneto Inductive Remote Activation Munition Systems MI-RAMS Lewis (CA) $3,200,000 

PA,A Procurement of the CTG, Mortar, 60mm, Practice, M769 Kanjorski $1,600,000 

PA,A Radford Army Ammunition Plant—Solvent Recovery System and Environmental 
Mitigation 

Warner, Webb $8,000,000 

PANMC 554 Ammunition Radanovich $2,400,000 

PANMC M72 Lightweight Attack Weapon System (LAW) Roybal-Allard $3,200,000 

RDTE,A 1 Megawatt Molten Carbonate Fuel Cell Demonstrator at 29 Palms Murphy (CT) Lieberman $3,200,000 

RDTE,A 2D-3D Face Recognition System Gregg, Sununu $2,400,000 

RDTE,A 2kW Military Tactical Generator Product Improvement Garrett, Rothman, Frelinghuysen, 
Pascrell 

Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A 3-D Advanced Battery Technology LaHood Durbin $3,200,000 

RDTE,A 3D Woven Ballistic Materials for Future Combat Systems Reed, Whitehouse $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Acellular Matrix Constructs for Military Casualties (ACM) Ferguson Lautenberg, Menendez $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Acid Alkaline Direct Methanol Fuel Cell Technology McIntyre, Price (NC) $1,600,000 
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RDTE,A Activated Nanostructures for De-icing Snyder Lincoln, Pryor $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Active and Smart Packaging for Combat Feeding Gingrey Chambliss, Isakson $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Active Protection Systems Initiative for the Joint Light Tactical Vehicle Stupak Levin $3,040,000 

RDTE,A Adaptive Lightweight Materials for Missile Defense Baucus, Tester $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advance Lithium Iron Phosphate Battery System for Army Combat Hybrid 
HMMWV and Other Army Vehicle Platforms 

Dingell Kerry, Levin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced 3-D Locator (A3DL) Technology Sanchez, Loretta $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Architecture Designs Supporting U.S. Army Net Centric Warfare Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Battery Technology Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Bio-engineering for Enhancement of Soldier Survivability Johnson (GA), Barrow, Gingrey, Lewis 
(GA), Marshall, Scott (GA) 

Chambliss, Isakson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Bonded Diamond for Optical Applications Kingston Chambliss, Isakson $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Cargo Projectile Technology Hastings (WA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Cavitation Power Technology Cochran $5,420,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Ceramic Surface Engineering for Helicopter Compressor Blades Baucus, Tester $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Cluster Energetics Frelinghuysen, Payne, Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Communications Intelligence (COMINT) Wicker Lott $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Composite Materials Research for Air and Ground Vehicles Rogers (MI) Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Composites Development for Light Weight, Low Cost Transportation 
Systems Using 3+ Extruder 

Stupak Levin, Stabenow $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Demining Technology Leahy $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Detection of Explosives Program Young (FL), Abercrombie Akaka $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Diagnostic and Therapeutic Digital Technologies Capuano, Cummings, Towns Cardin, Mikulski $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Digital Hydraulic Hybrid Drive System Upton, Ramstad Coleman, Levin, Stabenow $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Electronics Rosebud Integration Herseth Sandlin Johnson, Thune $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Environmental Control System Reid $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Extended Range Attack Missile Boyda Brownback, Roberts $800,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Fabric Treatment for Flame Resistant Uniforms Lee, Doolittle, Price (NC) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Fuel Cell Research Program Poe Cornyn, Hutchison $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Hypersonic Weapon Mission Planning Everett, Aderholt $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Hypersonic Weapon Technology Demonstration Cochran, Sessions, Shelby $41,700,000 

RDTE,A Advanced IED Jammer Research and Development Program Honda, Lofgren $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Lightweight Composite Armor Biden, Carper, Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Lightweight Transparent Armor for Tactical Wheeled Vehicles and 
Force Protection 

Doyle $800,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Lithium-Carbon Monoflouride Combat Portable Batteries Blunt $3,920,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Lower Limb Prosthesis for Battlefield Amputees McGovern, Markey, Meehan Kennedy, Kerry $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Manufacture of Lightweight Materials and Components Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Materials & Process for Armament Structures (AMPAS) Regula, Sutton Brown $5,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Materials Development and Manufacturing of Body Armor Issa Sessions $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Materials Processing for Ultra-Efficient Power Systems Tiahrt, Bishop (UT) Bennett, Hatch, Salazar $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Medical Training Platform: Madigan Army Medical Center Cantwell $400,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Night Vision Sensors Murtha $2,000,000 
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RDTE,A Advanced Non-Invasive Glucose Monitoring Doyle $800,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Packaging Solutions for Biotherapeutics Holden $800,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Portable Power Institute (APPI) Gordon $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Proteomics Program Cooper $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Radar Transceiver IC Development Harman, Hayes, Saxton $800,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Rarefaction Weapon Engineered System Kaptur $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Regenerative Medicine (ARM) Skin Cell Therapies, Limb and Digit 
Treatment 

Doyle Casey, Specter $1,900,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Regenerative Medicine Development Foxx $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Restoration Therapies in Spinal Cord Injuries Cummings, Hoyer, Ruppersberger Cardin, Mikulski $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Stand off Technologies for National Security Boyd, Young (FL) $800,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Surface Technologies for Prosthetic Development Baucus, Tester $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Tactical Fuels for the Military Pomeroy Conrad, Dorgan $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Thermal and Oil Management Controls Levin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Thermal Management System Stupak $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Tungsten Penetrators and Ballistic Materials Murtha Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Advanced Wearable Microcell Power System Process Development Pelosi $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Advanced, Integrated Portable Power Generation and Charging System Cochran, Lott $2,480,000 

RDTE,A Aging Weapons Systems Structural Repair Johnson, Thune $1,600,000 

RDTE,A AHW BMC2 HWIL Technology Demonstration Lott, Shelby $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Airborne Threats Stevens $1,280,000 

RDTE,A Aircraft Component Remediation Sessions $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Aircraft Structural Condition Monitoring (ASCM) for Diagnostics and Prognostics Cramer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Alliance for NanoHealth Culberson $4,000,000 

RDTE,A ALS Therapy Development for Gulf War Research Capuano, Brown (SC) Graham, Shelby $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Alternate Payload Bomb Live Unit Munition Meehan, Tierney, Visclosky Kennedy, Reed, Whitehouse $2,240,000 

RDTE,A Alternative Power Technology (APT) for Missile Defense Johnson, Thune $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Angiogenesis and Tissue Engineering Research Capuano $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Antiballistic Windshield Armor (AWA) Donnelly Bayh, Lugar $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Applied Communications and Information Networking (ACIN) Andrews, LoBiondo Casey, Lautenberg, Menendez, Specter $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Applied Counterspace Technology (ACT) Testbed Cochran $5,120,000 

RDTE,A Arabic Language Training Program Brownback $800,000 

RDTE,A ARH-70A Armed Reconnaissance Helicopter Vehicle Health and Usage Manage-
ment System (VHUMS) Demonstration 

Welch $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Armament System Engineering and Integration Initiative (ASEI2) Frelinghuysen, Sires $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Armed Services Gynecological Cancer Health Protection Program Burton $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Armor Ready Composite Cab Transition Biden, Carper, Reed $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Army Applications of Direct Carbon Fuel Cells Regula $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Army Center of Excellence in Acoustics Cochran $3,280,000 

RDTE,A Army Extended Range Attack Missile (AERAM) Turbine Engine Development Kaptur $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Army Missile and Space Technology Initiative Shelby $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Army Virtual Emergency Research Testbed (AVERT) Shelby $2,400,000 
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RDTE,A Arroyo Center program adjustment Feinstein $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Asymmetric Threat Response and Analysis Project (ATRAP) Giffords, Renzi Kyl $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Automated Communication Support System Chambliss, Isakson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Automotive Research Equipment Purchase Stevens $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Autonomous Cargo Acquisition for Rotorcraft Unmanned Aerial Vehicles Cramer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Aviation Responsive Maintenance System Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,A BAFST (Biological Air Filtration System Technology) Berry $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Battlefield Connectivity, Multi-Level Secure Networks Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Battlefield Exercise and Combat Related Spinal Cord Injury Research Brown-Waite $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Battlefield Plastic Biodiesel Latham, Boswell Grassley, Harkin $1,650,000 

RDTE,A Battlefield Requirements Management Support System Murtha $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Battlefield Tracheal Intubation for Wounded Soldiers Hagel, Nelson (NE) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A BEAR—(Battlefield Extraction—Assist Robot) Capuano Cardin, Mikulski $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Beneficial Infrastructure for Rotorcraft Risk Reduction Demonstrations (BIRRRD) Sestak $800,000 

RDTE,A Bi-Directional English-Iraqi Instant Language Translation System Coleman, Klobuchar $1,840,000 

RDTE,A Bio-Battery Cramer $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Bioceramic Bones for Battlefield Trauma Fortenberry Hagel, Nelson (NE) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A BioFoam Protein Hydrogel for Battlefield Trauma Gingrey Chambliss, Isakson $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Biologically Inspired Security Infrastructure for Tactical Environments Miller (FL) Martinez, Nelson (FL) $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Biometrics Automated Toolset Enhancements Miller, George $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Biosecurity Research for Soldier Food Safety Roberts $2,000,000 

RDTE,A BioSensor Communicator and Controller System Reid $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Biowaste to Bioenergy: Phase Two McNulty Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Blast Risk Analysis and Mitigation Application (BRAMA) Young (AK) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Blood Safety and Decontamination Technology Pelosi; Capuano; McDermott; Miller, 
George 

Coleman $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Bone Health and Military Medical Readiness Program Moran (VA) $800,000 

RDTE,A Border Security and Defense Systems Research Hutchison $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Boston University Photonic Center Kennedy $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Brain, Biology and Machine Applied Research Blumenauer, DeFazio, Hooley, Walden, 
Wu 

Smith, Wyden $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Burn and Shock Trauma Institute Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Burns Outcome Research Infrastructure Program Lungren, Matsui Boxer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Burns Outcomes Infrastructure Project-only for dual military civilian application Boxer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A C3T CDSOS (Cross Domain Strategic and Operational Solution) Cochran, Lott $1,680,000 

RDTE,A C4ISR Integrated Digital Environment Service Model (IDESM) Saxton $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Cable Warning and Obstacle Avoidance System Hunter $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Cancer Prevention through Remote Biological Sensing Bishop (NY) Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Carbon Nanotube Armor Protection System Hodes Gregg, Sununu $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Carbon Nanotube Production Hutchison $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Cartilage Infuser Westmoreland, Kingston Chambliss $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Cedars-Sinai Core Imaging Center Waxman $2,400,000 
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RDTE,A Cellular Therapy for Battlefield Medical Care Tubbs Jones Brown $800,000 

RDTE,A Center for Advanced Microelectronics Manufacturing (CAMM) Hinchey Clinton, Schumer $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Advanced Surgical and Interventional Technology (CASIT) Lewis (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Advanced Vehicle Design and Simulations Upton Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Center for Borane Technology Bond $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Genetic Origins of Cancer (CGOC/NFGC) Dingell, Upton Levin, Stabenow $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Center for Information Assurance Scott (VA) Warner, Webb $800,000 

RDTE,A Center for Injury Biomechanics Boucher, Goode Warner, Webb $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Center for Integration of Medicine and Innovative Technology (CIMIT) Capuano, Lynch Kennedy $8,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Military Vehicle Technologies Cochran, Lott $4,080,000 

RDTE,A Center for Opthalmic Innovation Diaz-Balart, L. $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Research on Integrative Medicine for the Military (CRIMM) Moran (VA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Resuscitation Research Ruppersberger, Sarbanes Cardin, Mikulski $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Center for Tribology and Coatings Hastert $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Center for Vaccine Scale-Up/Process Research Phase I Lewis (GA) $800,000 

RDTE,A Center of Excellence in Industrial Metrology & 3D Imaging Research Ryan (OH) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Ceramic Membrane—10(X) More Energy for Battery Systems Schwartz Casey, Specter $1,000,000 

RDTE,A CH-47 Integrated Vehicle Health Management System (IVHMS) Leahy $10,000,000 

RDTE,A Chem-Bio Integrated Materials for Tent Structures Hodes Gregg, Sununu $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Chemical And Biological-Protective Hangars (CAB-PH) Hulshof $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Christian Sarkine Autism Treatment Center Burton $2,000,000 

RDTE,A COG/USOC Pediatric Cancer Research Young (FL), Kennedy, Kingston Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Cogeneration for Enhanced Cooling and Heating of Advanced Tactical Vehicles Kohl $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Cold Spray Wear Coating for FCS Murtha $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Women’s Cancer Genomics Center McCarthy (NY), Lowey $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Combat Mental Health Initiative Kaptur $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Combat Vehicle Transmission Improvement Bayh, Lugar $3,840,000 

RDTE,A Common Remotely Operated Weapon Station (CROWS) with Acoustic Target Rec-
ognition & Cueing Control 

Bean Durbin $800,000 

RDTE,A Common Smart Submunition (CSS) Frelinghuysen $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Compact Pulse Power Initiative Conaway, Neugebauer, Granger $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Compact Pulsed Power for Defense Applications Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Complex-shaped Armor for Soldier Torso and Extremity Protection Chambliss, Isakson $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Complimentary and Alternative Medicine Research (MIL-CAM) Harkin $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Component Optimization for Ground Systems Conyers, Dingell Levin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Composite Small Main Rotor Blades Tiahrt Brownback, Dodd $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Composite Tissue Allotransplantation Research and Clinical Program Yarmuth $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Cone Beam CT Scanners Slaughter $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Consortium for Bone and Tissue Repair and Regeneration Cleaver $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Control of Inflammation and Tissue Repair (CITR) Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Control System for Laser Powder Deposition Herseth Sandlin Johnson $400,000 

RDTE,A Cooperative International Neuromuscular Research Group (CINRG) Wicker Cochran $5,200,000 
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RDTE,A Copper Air Quality Program Whitfield, Costello, Loebsack Cochran, Lieberman, Lott $1,600,000 

RDTE,A C-RAM Armor Development Moran (VA) $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Crosshairs Hostile Fire Indicating System Cornyn $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Cryofracture/Plasma Arc Demilitarization Program Baucus, Tester $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Cutting Tools for Aerospace Materials Grijalva $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Cyber Threat Analytics Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

RDTE,A CZT-Based Liquid Explosives Detections Systems Altmire Casey $1,360,000 

RDTE,A DAIRCM/CMWS for Army Helicopters Shea-Porter Gregg, Sununu $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Dangerous Pathogens DNA Forensics Center Renzi $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Defect-Free Commercially Viable Si/C Semiconductor Using Superlattice Tech-
nology 

Hinchey, Maloney, McNulty Clinton, Schumer $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Defense Against Viral Infection (DAVI) Slaughter Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Defense Applications of Carbonate Fuel Cells Larson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Defense Common Ground Station—Army All Source Analysis System (ASAS) Inte-
gration 

Holt $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Defense Metals Technology Center Regula Voinovich $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Defense Modernization and Sustainment Initiative, Rochester Institute of Tech-
nology 

Kuhl, Reynolds Clinton, Schumer $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Denied GPS Casey, Hatch, Specter $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Depleted Uranium Sensing and Treatment for Removal Cochran $4,900,000 

RDTE,A Deployment of Affordable Guided Airdrop System Dodd, Lieberman $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Detecting and Eradicating Corrosion in Army vehicles Conrad, Dorgan $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Development and Demonstration of Multi-use/Urban Operations Joint Training 
System at Fort Dix 

Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Development and Research of Zero Energy Homes at Ft. Campbell Tanner Alexander $2,200,000 

RDTE,A Development and Simulation for Advanced Troop Protection Concepts in Urban 
Warfare 

Etheridge, Miller (NC), Price (NC) $800,000 

RDTE,A Development of a High Performance Computing System Based on a Modern High 
Speed Switch Fabric 

Towns Clinton, Schumer $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Development of a Robust, Mobile Multispectral Fingerprint Capture Device Em-
ploying Multispectral Imaging Technology 

Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Development of Enabling Chemical Technologies for Power from Green Sources Olver $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Development of Logistical Fuel Processors to Meet Army/TARDEC/TACOM Needs Bachus, Rogers (AL) Sessions, Shelby $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Development of Truck-Deployed Explosive Containment Vessel Berkley Reid $1,440,000 

RDTE,A Developmental Mission Integration Frelinghuysen $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Dielectrically Enhanced Sensor System (DESS) Wicker Cochran $4,400,000 

RDTE,A Diesel Hybrid-Electric Utility Vehicles Hobson $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Digital Engine/Hydraulic Valve Actuation Technology Udall (CO), Lamborn Salazar $800,000 

RDTE,A Diminishing Manufacturing Sources and Material Shortages (DMSMS) Case Res-
olution Program 

Miller (MI), Knollenberg, Levin, 
Rodriguez 

Stabenow $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Direct Methanol Fuel Cell ? Battery Recharger Program Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Direct Methanol Fuel Cell Development Martinez $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Disposable Unit Dose Drug Pumps for Anesthesia & Antibiotics Pelosi Boxer $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Disruptive Technology Acceleration Frelinghuysen, Payne $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Document Exploitation for Handwriting Recognition Warner $1,000,000 
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RDTE,A DoD Hydrogen PEM Fuel Cell Medium/Heavy Duty Vehicle Demonstration Program Larson, Murphy (CT) Dodd, Lieberman $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Domestically Produced Atomized Magnesium for Defense Kaptur $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Dominant Military Operations on Urbanized Terrain Viewer Kyl $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Drive System Composite Structural Component Risk Reduction Program Brady (PA) Casey, Specter $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Dugway Testing & Infrastructure Upgrade Bishop (UT) Bennett, Hatch $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Dynamically Managed Data Dissemination Olver $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Effect Based Approach to Operations Bennett $800,000 

RDTE,A Effects Based Operations Decision Support Services (EBODSS) Doyle $800,000 

RDTE,A Electroconversion of Energetic Materials Enzi $5,800,000 

RDTE,A Electrodeposited Coatings Systems Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Electrolytic Super-Capacitor Bond $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Electro-Magnetic Flak Impulse System Smith (TX), Carter, McCaul $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Electromagnetic Geolocation Davis (CA) Boxer $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Electromagnetic Gun Initiative Gerlach, Sestak Casey, Specter $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Electron Microprobe Research Etheridge Burr $1,500,000 

RDTE,A Electronic Combat and Counter Terrorism Training Kingston Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Electronic Commodity Program Byrd $900,000 

RDTE,A Electronic Medical Records Technology Infrastructure Bonner $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Electronic Technology Infrastructure in Support of Military Missions Scott (GA), Bishop (GA), Gingrey, John-
son (GA) 

Isakson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Electroosmotic Pain Therapy System Matheson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Energetic Formulation and Fabrication Frelinghuysen $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Enforc-IT Anti Tamper System Bayh, Lugar $1,280,000 

RDTE,A Engineered Surfaces for Weapons Life Extension Pomeroy Conrad, Dorgan $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Digital Electronic Night-Vision (EDEN) Granger Hutchison $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Directed Armor RPG Vehicle Protection System Blumenauer, Hooley, Wu Cantwell, Murray, Smith, Wyden $800,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Flame Retardant Body Protection Spratt $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Holographic Imaging Program Granger, Conaway, McCaul $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Landmine and IED Detection Technology Cubin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Micro-Image Display Technology Frank Kerry $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Multi-Mission Radar Clinton, Schumer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Rapid Tactical Integration and Fielding of Systems Aderholt Sessions, Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Self-Sintered Silicon Carbide Body Armor Peterson (PA) Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Enhanced Vapor Aeration Capabilities (EVAC) Bishop (GA), Kaptur, LaTourette Voinovich $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Enzyme Biofuel Cell (SEBC) Bond $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Epigenetic Disease Research McMorris-Rodgers Cantwell $1,600,000 

RDTE,A EQUATE at Army Operational Test Command English $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Excalibur Warner, Webb $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Experiential Technologies for Urban Warfare and Disaster Response Hayes, McIntyre, Price (NC) Burr $800,000 

RDTE,A Exploding Foil Initiators with Nanomaterial-Based Circuits Herseth Sandlin Johnson $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Extended Shelf Life Produce for Remotely Deployed Forces Thompson (CA) $800,000 
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RDTE,A Extreme-Condition Vehicle Tribology for Military Vehicle Technology at North-
western University 

Lipinski $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Fatigue Odometer for Vehicle Components and Gun Barrels Project Cannon Sys-
tems 

Johnson $2,640,000 

RDTE,A FC3, FCS Reconnaissance (UAV) Platforms Hoekstra Levin $2,500,000 

RDTE,A FCS Short Range Electro Optic (SREO) Sensor for Stryker Nelson (FL) $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Feeding Tube for Battlefield Trauma Patients Ryan (OH) $500,000 

RDTE,A Fibrin Adhesive Stat (FAST) Dressing Etheridge, Price (NC), Van Hollen Cardin, Clinton, Dole, Mikulski, Schumer $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Field Deployable Fleet Hydrogen Fueling Welch Leahy, Sanders $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Fireproofing/Corrosion Resistant Coating System for Military Infrastructure LaHood Durbin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Flame & Thermal Protection for Individual Soldier Kagen Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Flexible Electronics Research Initiative Specter $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Flexible Solar Cell for Man-Portable Power Generator Jackson Durbin, Obama $1,840,000 

RDTE,A Florida Collaborative Development of Advanced Materials for Strategic Applica-
tions 

Buchanan $950,000 

RDTE,A Fort Hood Digitization Carter, Edwards $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Fuel Cell Cost Reduction and Durability Improvements Levin Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Fuel Cells for Mobile Robotic Systems Project Jackson Durbin, Obama $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Fuel Saving Continuously Variable Transmission for FMTV and JLTV Bayh, Lugar $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Full Spectrum Active Protection Close-In Layered Shield (FCLAS) for Thin-Skinned 
Vehicles 

Dreier, Bishop (UT) Bennett $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Functionally Integrated Reactive Surface Technologies (FIRST) Program Gillibrand, Smith (TX), Walsh Clinton, Schumer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Future Affordable Multi-Utility Materials for the Army Future Combat Systems Boyd, Herseth Sandllin Grassley, Harkin, Johnson $6,400,000 

RDTE,A Future Medical Shelter System Baird, Blumenauer, DeLauro, Welch, 
LaHood 

Cantwell, Dodd, Durbin, Lautenberg, 
Leahy, Lieberman, Menendez, Smith, 
Wyden 

$2,000,000 

RDTE,A Future Medical Shelter System—44/48 Bed Combat Support Hospital Boozman Lincoln, Pryor $6,000,000 

RDTE,A Future TOC Hardware/Software Integration Everett Sessions, Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,A GEDAC Demonstration Berkley, Franks, Grijalva $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Geosciences/Atmospheric Research Musgrave Allard, Salazar $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Geospatial Airship Research Platform (GARP) Kaptur $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Global Military Operating Environments Ensign, Reid $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Globally Accessible Manufacturing and Maintenance Activity (GAMMA) Knollenberg Levin $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Green Armament/RangeSafe Frelinghuysen, Sires Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Ground Combat Systems Open Architecture Electronic Enhancements McKeon Stabenow $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Ground Forces Readiness Enabler for Advanced Tactical Vehicles (GREAT-V) Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Ground Vehicle Fastening and Joining Research Levin, Stabenow $800,000 

RDTE,A Gun Propellant Demilitarization Coleman, Klobuchar $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Gunfire Detection System for Unmanned Aerial Vehicles Everett $1,600,000 

RDTE,A HAMMER Kaptur $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Hand Launched Unmanned Aerial System High Performance Payload [SUAS HPP] Kingston $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Hawaii Undersea Military Munitions Assessment Abercrombie, Hirono Akaka $5,500,000 

RDTE,A Health Informatics Initiative Castor $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Health Science Center Rapid Bio-Pathogen Detection Technology Cohen $4,000,000 
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RDTE,A Heat Dissipation for Electronic Systems & Enclosures Reid $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Heavy Expanded Mobile Tactical Truck A3 Kohl $10,000,000 

RDTE,A Helicopter Autonomous Landing System Reid $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Helmet-Mounted Display/Visor Projection for Army Helicopters Miller, Gary; Sanchez, Loretta Feinstein $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Heuristic Internet Protocol Packet Inspection Engine Akin Bond $1,900,000 

RDTE,A Hibernation Genomics Stevens $1,600,000 

RDTE,A High Altitude Airship Ryan (OH) Brown $2,500,000 

RDTE,A High Brightness Diode-pumped Fiber Laser (HiBriD-FL) Baldwin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A High Energy Matter Space Propulsion Initiative Murray $800,000 

RDTE,A High Explosive Air Burst (HEAB) 25mm Ammunition Costello, LaHood Durbin $3,200,000 

RDTE,A High Fidelity Virtual simulation and Analysis (HFVSA) Cramer $1,000,000 

RDTE,A High Optempo Performance Soldier Training Carter, McCaul $1,600,000 

RDTE,A High Performance Aluminum Military Trailers Kagen $800,000 

RDTE,A High Performance Aluminum Structures and Components Kagen $1,600,000 

RDTE,A High Pressure Airbeam Shelter Cost Reduction Technology Improvements Issa $1,440,000 

RDTE,A High Speed Diesel Combustion LaHood Durbin $3,200,000 

RDTE,A High Strength, Powder Metal Gears for Vehicle Transmissions Peterson (PA) $2,600,000 

RDTE,A High Temperature Ceramic Manufacturing Technology for Helicopter Rotor Blade 
Erosion Protection 

DeLauro, Larson, Shays Dodd, Lieberman $2,000,000 

RDTE,A High-Frequency, High-Power Electronic and Optoelectronic Devices on Aluminum 
Nitride (AlN) 

Price (NC) Burr, Dole $2,400,000 

RDTE,A High-Pressure/Microwave MRE Processing Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,A HiSentinel Herseth Sandlin Johnson, Thune $4,640,000 

RDTE,A Hi-tech Eyes for the Battlefield Hutchison $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Hospital Emergency Planning and Integration (HEPI) Letterkenny Army Depot and 
Chambersburg Hospital 

Shuster $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Human Genomics, Molecular Epidemiology and Clinical Diagnostics for Infec-
tious Diseases 

Pastor $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Hybrid Engine Development Program for the Tactical Wheeled Vehicle Fleet Levin $8,000,000 

RDTE,A HYBRID Propellant for Medium and Large Caliber Ammunition Boyd $6,400,000 

RDTE,A Hydraulic Hybrid Vehicles (HHV) for the Tactical Wheeled Fleet Knollenberg Levin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A HYPERSAR Radar Bond $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Hyperspectral Sensor for UAV Surveillance/Targeting Olver Kennedy $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Hyperspectral Sensors for Improved Force Protection (Hyper-IFP) Akin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Imaging Research Center McCaul $900,000 

RDTE,A Immersive Medical Environment for Distributed Intuitive Consultation (iMedic) Tiahrt $1,500,000 

RDTE,A Impact of Intensive Lifestyle Modification on Chronic Medical Conditions Pelosi $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Improved Energy Density Battery Markey Kerry $800,000 

RDTE,A Improved HMMWV Tactical Shelter Project Platts Specter $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Improved Manufacturing Process for SAPI Allard $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Improved VAROC/UAV compression system development Leahy $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Improving Musculoskeletal Health & Function Pence, Visclosky Lugar $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Improvised Explosive Device Simulation in Different Soils Herseth Sandlin Johnson, Thune $400,000 
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RDTE,A Indiana-Ohio Traumatic Amputation Rehabilitation Research Hobson Bayh, Brown, Lugar, Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Information Assurance Development Holt $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Infotonics Research Kuhl Clinton, Schumer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Injection Molded Ceramic Body Armor Olver $400,000 

RDTE,A Injury Research Center-Ryder Trauma Center Diaz-Balart, Lincoln Martinez $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Innovative, Computational Water-borne Pathogen Research for Chemical/Biologi-
cal Detection 

Hoyer Mikulski $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Institute for Advanced Materials and Manufacturing Strategies (IAMMS) Kildee Levin, Stabenow $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Institute for Regenerative Medicine Burr, Dole $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Aircraft Test Bed Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Composite Mounting Hardware Johnson (GA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Functional Materials Initiative Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Information Technology Policy Analyses Research Lewis (CA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Lightweight Electronics Shelter Buyer $1,400,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Medicine, Communications, Compassion, Chronic, Care Program Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Mission Critical ESOH Technology and Regional Sustainability Solu-
tions Program 

Murtha $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Modeling of Air & Ground Environments (IMAGE) Cramer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Multi-Target Remote-Sensing Technology and Its Applications Nelson (FL) $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Nanosat Delivery System Sessions, Shelby $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Integrated nanosensors for NBC threat detection Graham $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Patient Quality Program Simpson Craig $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Integrated Systems in Sensing, Imaging, and Communications Stupak Levin, Stabenow $800,000 

RDTE,A Integration of MK47, 40mm Air Burst Fuze Capability onto USA Common Re-
motely Operated Weapon Station 

Bean Durbin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Integration of the Javelin Antitank Missile onto the US Army Common Remotely 
Operated Weapon Station 

Bean Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Intelligent Distributed Command & Control (IDC2) Visclosky $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Inter Turbine Burner for Turbo Shaft Engines Lewis (CA) $4,000,000 

RDTE,A ISR Synchronization and Visualization Tool for the Battle Command Battle Lab-
oratory Collection 

Cramer Shelby $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Jam Resistant Technology for INS/GPS Precision Frelinghuysen $1,500,000 

RDTE,A JGES for Improved Combat Situational Awareness Lewis (CA) $4,000,000 

RDTE,A John H. Hopps, Jr. Defense Research Scholars Program Lewis (GA), Bishop (GA), Marshall, Scott 
(GA) 

Chambliss, Isakson $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Joint Directed Energy Test Site—IED Defeat Bingaman, Domenici $4,800,000 

RDTE,A Joint Fires and Effects Training System (JFETS) Cole, Tom Inhofe $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Joint Medical Simulation Technology Research & Development Center Feeney, Tom $1,280,000 

RDTE,A Joint Precision Airdrop System (JPADS) Program for Payloads up to 30K lbs Lott $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Joint Tactical Network Test Environment Bingaman, Domenici $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Joint Technical Data Integration—Wide Intelligraf Content Enhancements Cantwell $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Joint Training Integration and Evaluation Center Feeney, Tom $1,720,000 

RDTE,A Knowledge Driven Manufacturing System (KDMS) McCollum Coleman, Klobuchar $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Knowledge Integration and Management Cummings Cardin, Mikulski $3,000,000 
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RDTE,A Knowledge, Tech Sharing Program Bond $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Laboratory for Engineered Human Protection (LEHP) Fattah $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Land and Sea Special Operations (LASSO) Young (AK) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Large Format Li-Ion Battery Kohl, Specter $800,000 

RDTE,A Laser Based Explosives and Chem/Bio Standoff and Point Detector Ruppersberger Cardin, Mikulski $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Laser Engineered Net Shaping (LENS) Qualification for Aging Weapons Systems Johnson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A LEAN Digital Product Development Capuano $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Legacy Aerospace Gear Drive Re-Engineering Initiative Larson Dodd $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Leishmaniasis Skin Test Antigen Hunter $1,000,000 

RDTE,A LENS XX Hypervelocity Ground Testing Higgins $800,000 

RDTE,A Life Support for Trauma and Transport (LSTAT / LSTAT ? Lite) Sanchez, Young (FL) $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Light Utility Vehicle Hunter $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Light Weight Structural Composite Armor for Blast and Ballistic Protection Shuler, Price (NC) Biden, Burr, Carper $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Cannon Recoil Reduction Ensign, Reid $800,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Motors for the Future Combat System Perlmutter, Bishop (UT), Matheson Bennett, Hatch, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Multi-Functional Material Technology Frelinghuysen, Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $1,500,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Multi-purpose Laser Cantwell, Murray $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Munitions and Surveillance System for Unmanned Air and Ground 
Vehicles 

Garrett Lautenberg, Menendez $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Theater Transportable TOC Young (FL) $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight Trauma Module (LTM) Frelinghuysen, Pascrell Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Lightweight, Armored, Hybrid, Power Generating, Tactical Vehicle Cannon Bennett, Hatch $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Limb Tissue Regeneration after Battlefield Injuries using Bone Marrow Stem 
Cells 

Baird, Blumenauer, Hooley, Wu Smith, Wyden $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Liquid Desiccant-Based Atmospheric Water Generation without Reverse Osmosis Meek $900,000 

RDTE,A Lithium Air Metal Battery Lee $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Long Range Initiator Shuler $1,400,000 

RDTE,A Low Cost Interceptor (LCI) Shelby $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Low Signature Portable Fuel Cell Power Systems McGovern, Olver Kerry $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Low Temperature Vehicle Performance Research Levin $800,000 

RDTE,A LWI Training-based Collaborative Research Skelton $21,000,000 

RDTE,A Magneto Inductive Remote Activation Munition Systems MI-RAMS Lewis (CA) $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Manufacturing and Industrial Technology Center Boyd Martinez $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Manufacturing Technology Development of Advanced Components for High Power 
Solid-State Lasers 

McNerney, Carney Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Mariah II Hypersonic Wind Tunnel Development Rehberg Baucus, Tester $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Mass Decontamination and Biosecurity Initiative McCrery, Alexander Landrieu, Vitter $350,000 

RDTE,A Massively Broadband Wireless Integrated Circuits Smith (TX) $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Materials Application Research Center Bachus $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Medical Image Database Holographic Archiving Library System (MIDHALS) Musgrave Allard, Salazar $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Medical Information Network Decision Support (MINDS) Tool Development Waxman Boxer $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Medical Modeling and Simulation through Synthetic Digital Genes Craig $1,600,000 
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RDTE,A Medical Resources Conservation Technology Pilot Energy Cost Control Evaluation 
(PECCE) 

Visclosky $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Medical Surveillance Initiative—Clinical Looking Glass Engel Clinton, Schumer $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Medium Caliber Metal Parts Upgrade Kanjorski Casey, Specter $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Mega-Capacity Hybrid Chemistry Lithium Primary Portable Batteries McHenry Burr, Dole $1,600,000 

RDTE,A MEMS Antenna for wireless comms/UAVs Conrad, Dorgan $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Micro Electrical Mechanical Systems (MEMS) Application for Armor and Muni-
tions 

Ferguson Lautenberg, Menendez $2,500,000 

RDTE,A Micro Seeker System for Small Steerable Projectiles Dreier $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Micromachined Switches in Support of Transformational Communications Archi-
tecture 

Miller, George $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Micro-systems and nano-technology for Advanced Technology Development Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Mid-Infrared Advanced Chemical Laser (HELSTF)—Transferred from Senate GP 
8117 

Wilson (NM) Domenici, Bingaman $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Military and Interstate Commercial Truck Component Weight Reduction Program Kennedy $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Military Applications of Medical Grade Chitosan Inouye $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Military Biomaterials Institute for Acute and Regenerative Care Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $800,000 

RDTE,A Military Fuels Research Program Bunning, McConnell $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Military Interoperable Digital Hospital Testbed Murtha $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Military Low Vision Research Lynch, Capuano Kennedy, Kerry $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Military Molecular Medicine Initiative (M3I) Murtha $12,000,000 

RDTE,A MILS Separation Kernel Technology Development Bilirakis, Capps $950,000 

RDTE,A Miniature Cooling Unit for Electronic Devices Johnson (IL) Durbin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Miniaturized Sensors for Small and Tactical Unmanned Aerial Vehicles 
(MINISENS) 

Reyes $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Missile Aero-Propulsion Computer System (MACS) Modernization Cramer Sessions, Shelby $6,000,000 

RDTE,A Missile Recycling Capability—Letterkenney Munitions Center Specter $6,500,000 

RDTE,A Mitigation of Energetics Single Point Failures Frelinghuysen $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Mobile Integrated Diagnostic and Data Analysis System (MIDDAS) Schwartz Lautenberg, Menendez $800,000 

RDTE,A Mobile Medic Training Program Mica $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Mobile Object Search Toolkit for Intelligence Analysts Dicks $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Mobile Objects for Net-Centric Operations Cantwell $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Mobile Optical Tracking System (MOTS) Reyes, Rodriguez $1,960,000 

RDTE,A Model-Based Enterprise Bunning, McConnell $800,000 

RDTE,A Modeling and Analysis of the Response of Structures Cochran, Lott $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Modifications to mVHP for use against TICs/TIMs Brown, Voinovich $2,500,000 

RDTE,A Modular Ballistic System for Force Protection Michaud, Allen Collins, Salazar, Snowe $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Modular Individual Weapon Sight and Low Cost Remote Weapon Station Altmire $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Molecular Switch Vaccines for Biodefense and Cancer Tauscher; Cummings; Honda; Murphy, 
Patrick; Sarbanes 

Bingaman, Cardin, Domenici, Mikulski, 
Smith, Wyden 

$1,600,000 

RDTE,A Mortar Anti-Personnel Anti-Materiel (MAPAM) Development Rothman, Ramstad Coleman, Klobuchar, Lautenberg, 
Menendez 

$2,400,000 

RDTE,A MRI-DTI Technology to Improve Diagnosis and treatment of TBI Durbin $2,500,000 

RDTE,A Multi Mission Armored Watercraft (MMAW) Project Larsen Cantwell, Murray $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Multifunctional Protective Packaging Technology Obey Kohl $3,000,000 
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RDTE,A Multi-scale modeling of impact resistant materials for body armor Durbin, Obama $1,500,000 

RDTE,A NAC University Automotive Research Coalitions Barrett Graham $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Nano-Crystalline Cement for High Strength, Rapid Curing Concrete with Im-
proved Blast Resistance 

Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Nano-Engineered Multi-Functional Transparent Armor Levin $800,000 

RDTE,A Nanofabricated Bioartificial Kidney and Bioterrorism Knollenberg Levin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Nanomanufacturing of Multifunctional Sensors Meehan Kennedy, Kerry $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Nanomedical Technologies Research Johnson (IL) Obama $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Nanophotonic Devices Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Nanoscale Biosensor Research Lincoln, Pryor $2,500,000 

RDTE,A Nanotechnology Fuze-on-a-Chip Obey $3,600,000 

RDTE,A Nanotubes Optimized for Lightweight Exceptional Strength Composite Materials Boyd, Crenshaw Martinez, Nelson (FL) $2,800,000 

RDTE,A National Biodefense Training Hutchison $1,750,000 

RDTE,A National Bioterrorism Civilian Medical Response Center (CIMERC) Fattah $2,000,000 

RDTE,A National Center for Defense Manufacturing and Machining Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,A National Center of Ophthalmology Training and Education at Wills Eye Health 
System 

Brady (PA) $2,000,000 

RDTE,A National Defense Center for Environmental Excellence Hoekstra Levin $1,200,000 

RDTE,A National Eye Evaluation and Research Network; Clinical Trials of Orphan Retinal 
Degenerative Diseases 

Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

RDTE,A National Functional Genome Research Project Hayes, McIntyre, Price (NC) Dole, Martinez, Nelson (FL) $2,400,000 

RDTE,A National Functional Genomics Center Young (FL), Bilirakis, Castor Nelson (FL) $6,000,000 

RDTE,A National Network Security Test Bed McConnell $1,600,000 

RDTE,A National Oncogenomics and Molecular Imaging Center Knollenberg Levin $3,000,000 

RDTE,A National Polymer Innovation Center (NPIC) Sutton Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,A National Warfighter Health Sustainment Study Capuano, Price (NC) $800,000 

RDTE,A Natural Gas Firetube Boiler Demonstration Moore (WI), Davis (CA) $500,000 

RDTE,A Network Enabled Combat Identification (CID) Pascrell, Andrews Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Networked Reliability & Safety Early Evaluation System (NRSEES) Dent, Gerlach Levin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Neural Control of External Devices Kennedy, Matheson Whitehouse $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Neuroimaging & Neuropsychiatric Trauma in U.S. War-fighters Pelosi Boxer $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Neuroscience Research Consortium to Study Spinal Cord Injury Wasserman Schultz $800,000 

RDTE,A Neutralization of IEDs Bond $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Neutron/Hadron Particle Therapy Hastert $1,600,000 

RDTE,A New Vaccines to Fight Respiratory Infection Hagel, Nelson (NE) $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Combat Helmet Gregg, Sununu $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Communications System Altmire Specter $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation FPA Development Sessions $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Ice Protection Technologies System for UAVs Tiahrt Roberts $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Interceptors Materials Research Everett $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Lightweight Electric Drive Systems for Army Weapons Systems Herseth Sandlin Johnson, Thune $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Manufacturing Technologies for Defense Supply Chain Durbin $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Next Generation Non-Tactical Vehicle Propulsion Kuhl Clinton, Levin, Schumer, Stabenow $1,600,000 
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RDTE,A Next Generation Passive Sensors (NGPS) Wicker Cochran $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Nickel Boron Coating Technology for Army Weapons Mahoney, Boyd $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Night Vision Goggle Compatible Electrostatically Conductive Windscreen Lami-
nates for use on Acrylic/ 

Spratt Graham $1,200,000 

RDTE,A No Idle System (NIS) Reynolds Clinton, Levin, Schumer, Stabenow $1,000,000 

RDTE,A No-Idle Climate Control for Military Vehicles Brady (TX) Hutchison $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Non-Flammable, High Energy Density, Low Temperature Warrior Battery Berman $800,000 

RDTE,A Norfolk State University Center for Systems and Modeling & Simulation Scott (VA) $2,500,000 

RDTE,A Northern Ohio Integrated Command Operations Program Kaptur $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Novel Extremity Body Armor Herseth Sandlin Johnson $480,000 

RDTE,A Novel Lightweight Armor Material for Insensitive Munitions Protection of Tactical 
Missiles 

Reid $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Novel Onboard Hydrogen Storage System Development Levin $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Novel Zinc Air Power Sources for Military Applications Rogers (AL) Sessions, Shelby $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Nursing Clinical Simulation Lab LaHood $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Obesity and Cancer in the Military Medical Research Program at WRAMC Kingston, Barrow Isakson $1,600,000 

RDTE,A ONAMI Miniature Tactical Energy Systems Development Walden, Blumenauer, DeFazio, Hooley, 
Wu 

Smith, Wyden $2,500,000 

RDTE,A On-Board Vehicle Power Management Hinchey Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,A One-Step JP-8 Bio Diesel Fuel Obey $4,500,000 

RDTE,A Operator Situational Awareness System—MEDEVAC Pelosi $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Optimized M-25 Soldier Fuel Cell System Castle Biden $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Orion High Altitude Long Endurance UAV Wicker Cochran, Lott $6,000,000 

RDTE,A Orthopedic Extremity Trauma Research Program Ruppersberger Harkin, Hutchison $4,800,000 

RDTE,A Orthopedic Implant Design and Manufacturing for Traumatic Injuries Donnelly, Souder Bayh $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Oxygen Diffusion Dressings for the Accelerated Healing of Battlefield Wounds 
and Burns 

Hunter $500,000 

RDTE,A Pain and Neuroscience Center Research Program Murtha $5,600,000 

RDTE,A Paint Shield for Protecting People from Microbial Threats Tubbs Jones Brown, Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Parts-on-Demand for CONUS Operations Conrad, Dorgan $3,600,000 

RDTE,A Passive Walking Beam Tracked Platform for Unmanned Ground Vehicles Peterson (MN) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A PBRC—Four Tasks to Address Personnel Readiness and Warfighter Per Baker $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Pediatric Brain Tumor & Neurological Disease Institute Meek, Ros-Lehtinen $1,600,000 

RDTE,A PEM Fuel Cell Tactical Generators Hoyer, Wynn Cardin, Mikulski $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Peoria Robotics LaHood Durbin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Perimeter & Maritime Sensor Network Cardin, Mikulski $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Perpetually Available and Secure Information Systems (PASIS) Doyle $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Personal Miniature Thermal Viewer (PMTV) Michaud; Sanchez, Loretta Boxer, Collins, Snowe $800,000 

RDTE,A Personalized Orthopedic Implants for Combat Trauma Induced Orthopedic Sur-
gery 

Moore (WI) $500,000 

RDTE,A Plant-based Vaccine Research/ Mitchell Memorial Cancer Center Lewis (KY) $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Plasma Sterilizer Ellison, McCollum Coleman, Klobuchar $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Pneumothorax Detection Device LaTourette Voinovich $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Polymer Center of Excellence for Blast-Ballistic Protective Armor Dent Casey $2,000,000 
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RDTE,A Polymer Small Arms Production Bishop (GA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Portable Burn Debridement Laser Demo Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Portable Digital X-ray Bishop (GA) $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Portable Flexible Communication Display Devices Bartlett, Cummings, Marshall Lautenberg, Menendez, Mikulski $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Portable Hydrogen Generator and Hybrid Power Source Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Portable Mobile Emergency Broadband Systems (PMEBS) Gerlach, Sestak Casey, Specter $3,400,000 

RDTE,A Post Pathogen Interaction Study Cramer $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Post-IED Craniofacial Injury Reconstruction Cardin, Mikulski $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Power Dense Transmissions Spratt, Inglis Graham $800,000 

RDTE,A Power Efficient Microdisplay Development for US Army Night Vision Hall (NY) Clinton, Schumer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Prader-Willi Syndrome (PWS) Research Royce, Price (NC) $1,500,000 

RDTE,A Prevention of Radiation Injury by Use of Statins Berkley, Porter Reid $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Project Kryptolite Smith (NJ) $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Propelling Agent for Slurry Gel Brady (PA) Reid $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Protection Against Improvised Explosive Devices Fortenberry Hagel, Nelson (NE) $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Protective Textile Fabric Levin, Stabenow $800,000 

RDTE,A Protector Enhancements and Integration on New Vehicle Platforms Program Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Proton Therapy Hastert Durbin $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Quick Reaction Advanced Tactical Vehicle Technology Knollenberg Levin $2,800,000 

RDTE,A Quick-MEDS Automated Release Pod Everett Sessions, Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Radiation Hardening Initiative (RHI) Cramer, Everett Sessions, Shelby $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Raman Chemical Identification System Tierney Kennedy $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Rapid and Accurate Pathogen Identification/Detection (RAPID) Program Visclosky Bayh, Lugar $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Insertion of Developmental Technologies Frelinghuysen, Sires $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Prototyping for Special Projects Frelinghuysen $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Response Force Protection System (Remote Weapons Platform) Rothman $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Response System for Protection of Air and Ground Vehicles Cramer $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Up-Armor Synthesis and Crashworthiness Design for Improved Soldier 
Survivability 

Visclosky, Donnelly $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Vaccine Discovery Technology Visclosky Kerry $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Rapid Wound Healing Technology Development Project Doyle $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Ration Packaging Materials and Systems for Meals Ready-to-Eat Obey $4,600,000 

RDTE,A Reactive Nanocomposite Materials Payne Lautenberg, Menendez $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Regenerative Fuel Cell System for Silent Camp Operations Dodd, Lieberman $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Regional NMR Facility Yarmuth $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Remote Bio-Medical Detector Murtha $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Remote Environmental Monitoring and Diagnostics in the Perishables Supply 
Chain 

Putnam, Stearns $4,504,000 

RDTE,A Remote Explosive Analysis & Detection System (READS) Cramer $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Remote Robotic Teleproctoring to Promote Rapid Surgical Skills Acquisition Green, Al $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Remote Video Weapon Sight, USSOCOM Phase III Radanovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Remotely Operated Weapons and Sensor Technology Frelinghuysen $3,200,000 
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RDTE,A Renewable Energy for Military Applications Carson Bayh, Lugar $1,500,000 

RDTE,A Renewable Energy Testing Center Lungren, Matsui $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Research for Army Cannon Systems Johnson $1,840,000 

RDTE,A Research of Advanced Communications Technologies for enhanced secure, mo-
bile, networked communications 

Holt $800,000 

RDTE,A Research Support for Nanoscale Sciences and Technologies Young (FL) Nelson (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Respiratory Biodefense Initiative DeGette Allard, Crapo, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Responsive Textiles Meehan Kerry $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Revolutionary Self Sealing Plastic Enclosure For Military Batteries Kind Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Ripsaw Unmanned Ground Vehicle Weaponization Allen Collins, Snowe $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Robotic Manipulators for Explosive Ordnance Disposal Enzi $480,000 

RDTE,A Robotic Telesurgery in Combat Environments Hagel, Nelson (NE) $3,500,000 

RDTE,A Robotics Workforce and Military Curriculum Murtha $800,000 

RDTE,A Roll-to-Roll Microelectronics Manufacturing in Support of the Flexible Display 
Initiative 

Lofgren, Issa, Loebsack, Meehan, 
Myrick, Shays, Wynn 

Bingaman, Domenici, Harkin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Rotary Valve Pressure Swing Absorption Oxygen Generator Davis (CA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Rotary, Multi-Fuel, Auxiliary Power Unit for M1-A1 Abrams Tank Sarbanes, Castle, Ruppersberger Biden, Cardin, Carper, Mikulski $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Rotorcraft Survivability Assessment Facility Ramstad, Rupperberger Cardin, Mikulski $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Rugged Electronic Textile Vital Signs Monitoring Reed, Whitehouse $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Ruggedized Cylinders for Expandable Mobile Shelters Obey Kohl $4,500,000 

RDTE,A Rural Health—CERMUSA Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,A S31 Technology Bingaman $800,000 

RDTE,A Sealight Beam Directors (HELSTF)—Transferred from Senate GP 8118 Bingaman, Domenici $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Second Source Tires for JLTV Boyda, Tiahrt Brownback $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Secure Mobile MANET System Ryan (OH), Kaptur $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Secure On-the-Move Information Analysis & Control for Advanced Combat Vehi-
cles 

Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Secure Open Systems Institute Price (NC), Miller (NC) Burr $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Self Powered, Lightweight, Flexible Display Unit on a Plastic Substrate Latham Grassley, Harkin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Semiconductor-based Nanotechnology Applications Craig, Crapo $800,000 

RDTE,A Sensor Visualization and Data Fusion (SVDF) Kingston, Bishop (GA), Meehan, Tierney Kerry, Isakson $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Severe Battlefield Injury Treatment: Technology to Prevent Compartment Syn-
drome 

McCollum Coleman $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Shared Vision Latham Grassley, Harkin $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Sierra Army Depot Cryofracture/Plasma Arc Transportable System Doolittle $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Silicon Carbide Armor Manufacturing Initiative Bunning $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Silicon Carbide MOSFETs for Electric Power Systems Price (NC) Dole, Burr $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Silver Fox and Manta UAS Franks, Giffords Kyl $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Simulation and Design of Large Electromagnetic Systems Wamp $1,520,000 

RDTE,A Single Crystal Chemical Vapor Deposition Diamond Thermal Management Ele-
ments for High-Energy Lasers 

McGovern Kennedy, Kerry $1,000,000 

RDTE,A SkyPure—Water from Air Wilson (NM) Domenici $1,600,000 

RDTE,A SLEUTH Tungsten Heavy Alloy Penetrator and Warhead Development Carney Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Small Business Infrared Materials Manufacturing—Silicon Alternatives Biggert Durbin $1,600,000 
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RDTE,A Small Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) and Sensors Herseth Sandlin Johnson $500,000 

RDTE,A Smart Energetics Architecture for Missile Systems McKeon $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Smart Machine Platform Initiative Chabot, McNulty Brown, Clinton, Schumer, Voinovich $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Software Engineering Enhancements Shelby $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Software Lifecycle Affordability Management (SLAM) Saxton Lautenberg, Menendez $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Soldier Fuel Cell System Visclosky Bayh $800,000 

RDTE,A Soldier Portable Solid Fuel Hydrogen Generator Cartridge Murphy (CT), Whitfield Dodd, McConnell, Lieberman $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Spatial Acquisition and Measurement of Power Sources Yarmuth $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Specialized Compact Automated Mechanical Clearance Platform (SCAMP) Murphy, Patrick Casey, Specter $400,000 

RDTE,A Spinal Muscular Atrophy (SMA) Research Program Pelosi, Nadler Clinton, Schumer $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Spring-Suspended Airless Tires for Convoy Protection Obey $4,500,000 

RDTE,A Standoff Hazardous Agent Detection & Evaluations System (SHADES) Berry Lincoln, Pryor $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Standoff Improvised Explosive Device Detection Program Berry, Boyd Akaka, Lincoln, Nelson (FL), Pryor $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Staph Vaccine Conrad, Dorgan $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Storage Area Network Bono $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Strategic Technology Development and Integration for the JM&L LCMC Frelinghuysen $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Super High Accuracy Range Kit—105mm Artillery Technology Young (FL) $3,200,000 

RDTE,A SuperPulse Laser System Development for Turbine Engine Applications Shays $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Surgical Wound Disinfection and Biological Agents Berry Lincoln, Nelson (NE), Pryor $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Synchrotron-Based Scanning Research Lewis (CA) $5,000,000 

RDTE,A Synthetic Auto Virtual Environment (SAVE) Hodes Gregg $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Synthetic Malaria Vaccine Holt, DeLauro Dodd, Lautenberg, Lieberman, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Systems Biology Biomarker Molecular Toxicology Initiative Dicks, Baird, Larsen, Smith (WA) Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Tactical Metal Fabrication System (TacFab) Holt, Andrews, Brown (SC), Clyburn, 
Meehan, Ryan (OH), Saxton, Tierney, 
Turner, Wilson (SC) 

Graham, Kerry, Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Tactical Overwatch High Altitude System (TOHAS) Aderholt Shelby $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Tactical RPG Airbag Protection System (TRAPS) Enhancement Capps, Farr Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Tactical Wheeled Vehicle Composite Component Weight Reduction Program Hobson $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Tactical Wheeled Vehicle Structures for Improved Survivability and Performance Buyer, Souder Bayh, Casey, Grassley, Harkin, Lugar, 
Specter 

$4,000,000 

RDTE,A Technological Regional Center of Excellence for PTSD Bishop (GA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Technologies for Metabolic Monitoring (TMM) Wicker Cochran, Lott $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Technologies for Military Equipment Replenishment Obey Kohl $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Technology Commercialization and Management Network Lewis (CA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Telehealth Access and Infrastructure Expansion Musgrave $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Telepharmacy Robotic Medicine Device Unit English, Brady (PA) Casey $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Terahertz Spectrometer Technology Murphy (CT) Dodd, Leahy, Lieberman $1,600,000 

RDTE,A The Institute for the Advancement of Bloodless Medicine Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Thermal and Electrical Nanoscale Transport (TENT) Honda $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Thermal Battery Qualification Brownback, Roberts $2,900,000 

RDTE,A Thin Lithium-Iron Disulfide Primary Batteries Akin, Kucinich, Welch Brown, Dole, Leahy, Voinovich $2,400,000 
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RDTE,A Three Dimensional Projection Environment for Molecular Design and Surgical 
Simulation 

Brady (PA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Titanium Fabrication for Military/Industrial Equipment Braley Durbin $1,350,000 

RDTE,A Total Quality System for FDA Regulated Activities at USAMRMC Bishop (GA) $800,000 

RDTE,A Track Over Tire System McHugh $800,000 

RDTE,A Tracking the Health of Soldiers with Advanced Implantable Nano-Sensors DeLauro, Courtney $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Transfer Missile Power System Pickering Lott $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Transparent Nanocomposite Armor Herseth Sandlin Johnson, Thune $300,000 

RDTE,A Trauma Care, Research and Training Hutchison $2,000,000 

RDTE,A U.S. Army Future Force ELINT Visclosky $2,000,000 

RDTE,A UAV-Resupply BURRO Larson Dodd, Lieberman $2,000,000 

RDTE,A UCXR System Martinez $3,200,000 

RDTE,A Ultra High-Speed MEMS Electromagnetic Cell Sorter Capps Boxer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Ultra Light UAV Sensor Platform (ULSP) Wicker Cochran, Lott $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Ultra Lightweight Metallic Armor Costello Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Ultra-Endurance Coating Hobson $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Ultra-High Resolution Display for Army Medicine Hall (NY), Reichert Clinton, Schumer $3,600,000 

RDTE,A UMDNJ Cancer Initiative (includes continuation of the Gallo Prostate Cancer 
Center) 

Pallone, Holt, Pascrell, Payne, Sires, 
Smith (NJ) 

Lautenberg $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Universal Control Full Authority Digital Engine Controls Larson Dodd, Lieberman $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Universal Diagnostic Data Management System—Deployment Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,A University-based Automotive Research Dingell Levin, Stabenow $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Unmanned Ground Vehicle Initiative (UGVI) Levin $12,000,000 

RDTE,A Unmanned Systems Technology Development Sessions, Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Urban Warfare Analysis Center (UWAC) Fallin Inhofe $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Urban Warfare Knowledge Base Fallin $1,000,000 

RDTE,A US Approved Drug for Malaria and Leishmaniasis in US Military and Civilian 
Personnel 

Cochran, Lott $3,400,000 

RDTE,A UT-Tyler Organic Semiconductor Modeling and Simulation Research Gohmert Cornyn $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Vanadium Technology Program Wilson (SC) Graham $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Vectored Thrust Ducted Propeller (VTDP) Compound Helicopter Advanced Tech-
nology Demonstration 

Andrews; Murphy, Patrick; Sestak Casey, Specter $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Vehicle Armor Structure Development &Testing for Future Combat Systems & 
Joint Light Tactical Vehicle 

Levin Levin, Stabenow $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Vehicle Health Management Systems Development Cramer Sessions, Shelby $4,000,000 

RDTE,A Vehicle Information Manager Display for Drivers (VIMD) Inslee Cantwell $800,000 

RDTE,A Vehicle Maintenance and Prognostics System Biggert Cochran, Lott $2,560,000 

RDTE,A Vertical Integration for Missile Defense Surveillance Data Cochran, Lott $4,720,000 

RDTE,A Veterinary Research Manpower Development for Defense Neal $500,000 

RDTE,A Vigilant Auto-ID and Access Control System Tiahrt $1,000,000 

RDTE,A Virtual Simulation and Modernization of Bradley Fighting Vehicle McNerney $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Visualization for Training and Simulation in urban terrains McConnell $1,120,000 

RDTE,A Warfighter Cancer Care Engineering Carson Bayh, Lugar $1,200,000 

RDTE,A Warrior SIGINT Capability Johnson, Sam $1,840,000 
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RDTE,A Waterside Wide Area Tactical Coverage & Homing (WaterWATCH) Aderholt $3,000,000 

RDTE,A Wearable Video Capture System Stupak Levin $800,000 

RDTE,A Web-Based Environmental Compliance Management System Boxer $2,400,000 

RDTE,A West Nile Virus Vaccine Sali Crapo $940,000 

RDTE,A Western Hemisphere Information Exchange Program (WHIX) Hastings (FL), Ros-Lehtinen $2,400,000 

RDTE,A Wireless Electronic Patient Records, WPIC—Personal Information Center Harman Feinstein $2,000,000 

RDTE,A Wireless Medical Monitoring System (WiMed) Grassley, Harkin $2,400,000 

RDTE,A WIZARD—Remotely Controlled Improvised Explosive Device Countermeasures 
(RDIED) 

Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

RDTE,A Wound Infection Treatment Program Baldwin $1,200,000 

RDTE,A WRAMC Preventive Medicine Pilot Program Stevens $5,500,000 

RDTE,A X-band Interferometric Radar Langevin Reed, Whitehouse $2,000,000 

RDTE,A XM312 Allen, Welch Collins, Leahy, Snowe $10,000,000 

RDTE,A Zero Energy Homes at Ft. Knox, Kentucky Lewis (KY) $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Engineered Non-Linear Optical Materials for Critical Wavelengths Baucus, Tester $960,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Fuel Cell Based Power System for Small UAVs Reid $800,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Threat Alert Advanced Technology Demonstration Gregg, Sununu $1,700,000 

RDTE,AF Aging Landing Gear Life Extension Bennett, Hatch $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF All Electric Laser Bond $1,900,000 

RDTE,AF Applications of LIDAR to Vehicles with Analysis (ALVA) Inouye $8,400,000 

RDTE,AF ASSET eWing and Data Fusion Technology Integration Base Byrd $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF AT-6B for the Air National Guard Brownback $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF B-1 Bomber 16 Carry Adapter Thune, Johnson $9,000,000 

RDTE,AF Battlespace: Reducing Military Decision Cycles Hagel, Nelson (NE) $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Characterization of Airborne Environment for Tactical Lasers Voinovich $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Coal Transformation Laboratory Lugar $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Combat Casualty Management System Reid $2,900,000 

RDTE,AF Combat Sent Wideband Sensor Upgrade Program Ensign $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Component Object Model (COM) Attitude Control System Simulation/Trainer Murray $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Deployable Structure Systems for Space Allard, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Development and Validation of Advanced Design Technologies for Hypersonic 
Research 

Coleman, Klobuchar $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Electronic Warfare Modeling, Simulation and Wireless Testing Center Craig, Crapo $3,600,000 

RDTE,AF F-15 AESA Radar Upgrade Feinstein, Lott $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Field Programmable Gate Arrays Bingaman, Domenici $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Global Awareness Presentation Services (GAPS) Nelson (NE) $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF HAARP Stevens $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF High Energy Superior Lithium Battery Technology Bond $6,000,000 

RDTE,AF High Temperature Hydrogen Energy Production Facility Hutchison $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Ku Beyond Line of Sight Satcom Datalink for Senior Scout Bennett, Hatch $6,400,000 

RDTE,AF Large Automated Production of Expendable Launch Structures (LAPELS) Cochran, Lott, Sessions $4,300,000 

RDTE,AF Low-Earth Orbit Nanosatellite Integrated Defense Autonomous Systems Hirono Inouye $4,000,000 
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RDTE,AF Massive Ordnance Penetrator for B-2 Feinstein, Inhofe $10,000,000 

RDTE,AF Massively Parallel Optical Interconnects for Battlespace Information Exchange Ensign, Reid $3,900,000 

RDTE,AF Materials Integrity Management Research Roberts $500,000 

RDTE,AF Maui Space Surveillance System (MSSS) Operations & Research Inouye $23,000,000 

RDTE,AF Microsatellite Target System Allard, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Multi-mission Deployable Optical System Inouye $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Multi-Sensor Detect, See, & Avoid Reid $5,000,000 

RDTE,AF Nanocomposites for Lightning Protection of Composite Airframe Structures Brownback $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF PanSTARRS Inouye $9,000,000 

RDTE,AF Pointing and Stabilization System Upgrade for Cobra Ball Nelson (FL) $2,500,000 

RDTE,AF Polymer Stress and Sensor Damage Sensors for Composites Cochran $2,900,000 

RDTE,AF Predator Aircrew Mission Training System (PMATS) Upgrade Clinton, Schumer $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Rapid Manufacturing and Repair of Composite Components Reid $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Real-time Optical Surveillance Applications Inouye $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Reconfigurable Electronics and Non-Volatile Memory Research Craig, Crapo $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Refigurable Tooling Systems Ensign $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Research Visualization Facility Reid $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Silicon Carbide Power Electronics for More Electric Aircraft Cochran, Lott $5,500,000 

RDTE,AF Smart-Bomb Rack Unit (S-BRU) Upgrade Durbin, Thune $4,560,000 

RDTE,AF Super-Resolution Sensor System (S3) Allard $5,000,000 

RDTE,AF Terminal Surveillance and Approach System (TSAS)/ATCALS Smith, Wyden $3,000,000 

RDTE,AF Thin Film Amorphous Solar Arrays Levin $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF UNR-Millimeter Wave-Based Fatigue Countermeasure Technology Reid $700,000 

RDTE,AF VDVP for UAV/UCAV Aircraft Engines Dodd, Lieberman $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Accelerated Insertion of Advanced Materials and Certification for Military Air-
craft Structure Materials 

Tiahrt Brownback, Roberts $2,800,000 

RDTE,AF ACES II Ejection Seat Improvement Murtha Allard, Dodd, Hatch, Lieberman, Lott, 
Salazar 

$1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Active Combustion Control System for Military Aircraft Boswell, King (IA) Grassley, Harkin $3,500,000 

RDTE,AF Active Unmanned Air Vehicle (UAV) Phenomenology (AUP) & ART Technology 
Transition 

Hobson $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Adaptive Optics Lasercom Eshoo, Honda Domenici $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Advance Aerospace Titanium Structures Initiative Hoekstra Levin, Stabenow, Warner $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Aerospace Carbon Foam Heat Exchangers Wilson (OH) Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Architecture Designs Supporting U.S. Army Net Centric Warfare 
(AADSUNW) 

Rothman, Andrews $800,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Carbon Fiber Research and Testing Initiative Spratt, Inglis Graham $3,000,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Modular Avionics for Operationally Responsive Space Use Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Nanotube Micro-Munition Weapon Technology Initiative Bishop (GA) $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Advanced Vehicle and Propulsion Center Lewis (CA), McKeon $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Advancement of Intelligent Aerospace Systems (AIAS) for the U.S. Air Force McHugh Clinton, Schumer $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Air Force Minority Leaders Program Baker, Turner Alexander, Hutchison, Landrieu $6,000,000 

RDTE,AF Airborne Web Services (AWS) Spiral 5 Mollohan $800,000 
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RDTE,AF Aircraft Active Corrosion Protective Compounds Wicker Lott $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Aircraft Evaluation Readiness Initiative (AERI) Latham Grassley, Harkin $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Alternate Carbon Stationary Fuel Cell Demonstrator McCrery Landrieu, Vitter $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Alternative Energy Fuel Cell Power Generation Sutton, Ryan (OH) Brown $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Assessment of Alternative Energy for Aircraft Ground Equipment (AGE) Wu Smith, Wyden $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF B-52 CCJ Tiahrt $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Ballistic Missile Range Safety Technology Young (FL) Nelson (FL) $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Ballistic Missile Technology Young (FL) $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Base Facility Energy Independence Kaptur $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Battlefield Automatic Life Status Monitor (BALSM) Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Big Antennas Small Structures Efficient Tactical (BASSET) UAV Harman $800,000 

RDTE,AF Bipolar Wafer-Cell Nickel-Metal Hydride Battery Murphy (CT) Dodd, Lieberman $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF BLADES (Real-Time Battlefield Laser Detection System) Hobson $1,500,000 

RDTE,AF Blast Resistant Concrete Products Boyd $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Body Armor Improved Ballistic Protection Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF C-130 AIRCAT CBM+ Kingston, Marshall Chambliss, Isakson $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF C-130 Propeller De-icing System Safety Upgrade Using Metal Fiber Brushes Moran (VA) Warner, Webb $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Carbon Nano-Materials for Advanced Aerospace Applications, AQW Rice Univer-
sity 

Culberson $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Carbon Nanotube Enhanced Power Sources for Space Markey, Olver $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Center for Advanced Sensor and Communications Antennas Olver $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Center for Solar Electricity and Hydrogen Kaptur $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Center of Excellence for Defense UAV Education Pomeroy Conrad, Dorgan $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Ceramic Matrix Composite (CMC) Airfoil Capability Enhancements Napolitano, Rogers (AL) Sessions, Tester, Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Ceramics for Next-Generation Tactical Laser Systems Bilirakis $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Chabot Space and Science Center Lee $800,000 

RDTE,AF Chrome Free Environmentally Friendly Corrosion Protection for Aircraft Altmire $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Coated Field repair (2K Gun) Hobson $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Cognitive UAV Goode $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Collaboration Gateway Price (NC) Burr $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Command & Control Service Level Management (C2SLM) program Blunt $8,000,000 

RDTE,AF Common Reconfigurable Advanced Thermal Management System Tiahrt $500,000 

RDTE,AF Compact Laser Terminal for Airborne Network Centric Warfare Visclosky, Meehan, Tierney Kerry $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Compass Call Hodes, Shea-Porter, Souder Gregg, Lugar, Sununu $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Compound Zoom for Airborne Reconnaissance (CZAR) Sherman $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Comprehensive Clinical Phenotyping and Genetic Mapping for the Discovery of 
Autism Susceptibility Gene 

Pryce $1,500,000 

RDTE,AF Continuous Integrated Vehicle Health Monitoring System Tiahrt $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Conventional Strike Missiles Capability Demonstration Lewis (CA) $4,800,000 

RDTE,AF COTS Technology for Space Situational Awareness Gerlach Specter $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Cyber Attack Mitigation and Exploitation Laboratory II (CAMEL II) Arcuri Clinton, Schumer $1,900,000 

RDTE,AF Cyber Security Defend and Attack Exercise (TX) Rodriguez $2,400,000 
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RDTE,AF Development & Testing of Advanced Paraffin-based Hybrid Rockets for Space 
Applications 

Lofgren $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Distributed Mission Interoperability Toolkit (DMIT) Andrews, LoBiondo, Sestak $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Durable Hybrid Coatings for Aircraft Systems Pomeroy Conrad, Dorgan $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF EMI Grid Fabrication Technology Bono, Calvert $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Encapsulated Ballistic Protection System (EBPS) Lewis (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Enhanced Smart Triple Ejector Rack Murphy, Patrick $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Enterprise Services for Reach Back Capabilities (ESRBC) Crenshaw $3,000,000 

RDTE,AF Expert Organizational Development System (EXODUS) Capito $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF F-15 AN/ALR-56C RWR Digital Receiver Upgrade Pascrell, Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $5,600,000 

RDTE,AF Family of Motors Capability Demonstration Bishop (UT), Cannon Bennett, Hatch $6,400,000 

RDTE,AF Fire and Blast Resistant Materials for Force Protection Meehan Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF FPS-16 Radar Mobilization Upgrade Miller (FL) Nelson (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Frank R. Seaver Science and Engineering Complex Waters $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Free Electron Laser Capabilities for Aerospace Microfabrication Davis, Jo Ann $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF FRESH (Field Renewable Energy System Hybrids) Li Ion Battery Program Miller (NC) $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Fully Integrated Solar Powered Interior Lighting Technology Kaptur, Gillmor Brown, Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Gallium Nitride (GaN) RF Power Technology Coble, Watt $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Heavy Duty Hybrid Electric Vehicle Bartlett Cardin, Mikulski $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF High Accuracy Network Determination System (HANDS) Abercrombie Inouye $5,200,000 

RDTE,AF High Energy Laser for Detection, Inspection and Non-destructive Testing Fortenberry Hagel, Nelson (NE) $5,000,000 

RDTE,AF High Temperature Aerogel Materials for Global Strike Vehicles McGovern, Olver Kerry $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF High Temperature, Laser Sintered Polymeric Material Digital Product Definition Smith, Adrian Nelson (NE) $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Holloman High Speed Test Track Pearce Domenici $3,600,000 

RDTE,AF Hybrid Bearings Shuler, Turner Gregg, Voinovich, Sununu $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Hybrid Materials for Thermal Management in Thin Films and Bulk Composites Dingell Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Hydrocarbon Boost Technology Demonstrator McCarthy (CA), Doolittle, McKeon $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF I-1000 Warhead Technology Demonstration Boyd, Granger, Miller (FL), Sessions $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Imaging Tools for Human Performance Enhancement and Diagnostics Hobson Brown, Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Improvised Ordnance Detonator -Advanced Development Pence Bayh, Lugar $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Inductive Thermography Systems Inspections Smith (WA) Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Innovative Polymeric Materials for Three-Dimensional (3-D) Microdevice Con-
struction 

Emerson Bond $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Institute for Science and Engineering Simulation (ISES)/Aircraft Fatigue Mod-
eling and Simulation 

Burgess Hutchison $2,500,000 

RDTE,AF Integrated Electrical Starter/Generator Turner Voinovich $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Integrated Propulsion Analysis Tool (IPAT) Lewis (CA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Integrator Unmanned Aircraft Systems (UAS) Advanced Concepts Development Hastings (WA) Cantwell, Murray, Smith, Wyden $3,500,000 

RDTE,AF Intelligent Carbon Nanotube Based Computer Devices for Space Applications Blunt Bond $4,800,000 

RDTE,AF Intelligent Free Space Optical Satellite Communications Node Snyder, Boozman Lincoln, Pryor $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Internal Base Facility Energy Independence—Wind/Turbine Kaptur $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Interoperability Network to Fuse and Exchange Real-Time Information Arcuri Clinton, Schumer $800,000 

RDTE,AF Joint STARS Electro-Optical Adjunct Capuano $800,000 
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RDTE,AF Large Area, APVT Materials Development for High Power Devices Frelinghuysen Cochran, Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Laser Peening for Friction Stir Welded (FSW) Aerospace Structures Tiahrt Roberts $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Life Shield Blast Resistant Panels Chabot Brown, Mikulski, Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Low Cost/Improved Performance for Helmet Display and Life Support Tech-
nologies 

Carney Casey $2,700,000 

RDTE,AF Low Voltage, Wideband Electro-Optic Polymer Modulator Inslee Murray $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF LOX/Methane Cooled Upper Stage Rocket Engine Lewis (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF MAICE Gonzalez $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF MEDSTARS Integration with Global Combat Support System Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Microcomposite Coatings for Chrome Replacement Tubbs Jones $800,000 

RDTE,AF Micromachined Switches for Next Generation Modular Satellites Miller, George $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Microsatellite Serial Manufacturing Lewis (CA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Mission Design and Analysis Tool Kingston $500,000 

RDTE,AF Modeling and Simulation for Rapid Integration and Technology Evaluation Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Modified F-22 Maintenance-Free Nickel Cadmium Aircraft Batteries for the F-16 Kingston, Bishop (GA) Chambliss, Isakson $1,400,000 

RDTE,AF Montana Cyber Security Attack and Defend Exercises Baucus, Tester $800,000 

RDTE,AF Moving Target Strike Miller (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Multicontinuum Technology for Space Structures Cubin Enzi $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Multilingual Text Mining Platform for Intelligence Analysts Reynolds Clinton, Schumer $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Nanotechnology Based Biosensors and Bio-Threat Detectors Meek Nelson (FL) $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF National Center for Integrated Civilian-Military Domestic Disaster Medical Re-
sponse (Yale New Haven Health System) 

DeLauro Dodd, Lieberman $2,000,000 

RDTE,AF Nuclear Test Seismic Research Markey Cardin, Leahy, Kerry $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF O2 Diesel Air Quality Project Berkley Reid $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF ONAMI Safer Nanomaterials and Nanomanufacturing DeFazio, Blumenauer, Hooley, Walden, 
Wu 

Smith, Wyden $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF OPAL (Optically Pumped Atomic Laser for Defense Microelectronics) Hobson, Eshoo, Grijalva, Honda, Lofgren $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Operations Risk Management Visualization & Integration Bishop (NY) Nelson (NE) $800,000 

RDTE,AF Optikey, Optical Maximum Entropy Verification (OMEV) Courtney, Harman, Porter Reid $800,000 

RDTE,AF Partnership in Innovative Preparation for Educators and Students (PIPES) and 
the Space Education Consortium (SEC) 

Udall (CO) Allard, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Pennsylvania NanoMaterials Commercialization Center Doyle $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Plasma-Sphere Array for Flexible Electronics Kaptur $1,600,000 
RDTE,AF Polymer Nanocomposites for Energy Storage and Pulsed Power Spratt Graham $800,000 

RDTE,AF Prepreg Thickness Variability Reduction Program Hall, Ralph $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Process Integrated Mechanism for Human-Computer Collaboration and Coordina-
tion 

Stearns $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Production of Nanocomposites for Aerospace Applications Turner Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Program Engineering Interoperability Framework Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Radially Segmented Launch Vehicle (RSLV) Risk Reduction Program Kind Kohl, Sessions, Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Rapid Replacement of Mission Critical Logistics Electronic Components Kingston, Marshall Chambliss, Isakson $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Rivet Joint Network Interface Growth Hall (TX), Granger $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Satellite Active Imaging National Testbed Program Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Satellite Coherent Optical Receiver (SCORE) Pelosi $2,000,000 
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RDTE,AF Science for Sustainment Initiative to Improve Mission Hobson Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Secure Grids for Network Centric Operations Johnson, Sam Cornyn $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Sensor Fusion Hobson Voinovich $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Shielding Rocket Payloads Herseth Sandlin Johnson, Thune $350,000 

RDTE,AF Single-Mode Optical Connectors for Advanced Air Vehicles Dingell Levin, Stabenow $800,000 

RDTE,AF Small Low Cost Reconnaissance Spacecraft Bishop (UT) $1,800,000 

RDTE,AF Solid Electrolyte Oxygen Separator Dent Casey, Specter $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Space Control Test Capabilities Aderholt, Everett Sessions, Shelby $4,000,000 

RDTE,AF Space Situational Awareness Edwards $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Strategic Airlift Aircraft Availability Improvements Kingston $2,800,000 

RDTE,AF Strategic Biofuels Supply Program Rodriguez Cornyn $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Systematic Approach to Radiation Hardened Electronics (SHARE) Simpson Craig, Crapo $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF TacNode-Tactical Airborne Communications Node Hobson $3,200,000 

RDTE,AF Tactical Automated Security System (TASS), Advanced Communications Module 
(ACM) 

Wynn, Bartlett Mikulski $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF TAMDAR System Integration and Performance Evaluation on Unmanned Aerial 
Systems 

DeLauro $800,000 

RDTE,AF Technical Order Optimization Visclosky $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Technology Insertion Demonstration and Evaluation (TIDE) Doyle $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Terminal Radar Approach Control (TRACON) Quick Connect Panel and 
Switchgear 

McKeon, McCarthy (CA) $720,000 

RDTE,AF Texas Research Institute for Environmental Studies Brady (TX), Rodriguez $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF THEMA—Thermal and Energy Management for Aerospace Manzullo Durbin $3,500,000 

RDTE,AF Transformation and Modernization of Air Force Weapons Systems Murtha $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Transforming Waste Plastics into Alternative Fuels Hobson $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Tricorder Detector Davis, Danny $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF Ubiquitous RFID Chem/Bio Detection Gillibrand, Gonzalez $800,000 

RDTE,AF University of Houston Consortium for Nanomaterials for Aerospace Commerce 
and Technology (CONTACT) 

Green, Gene Hutchison $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Variable Transmittance Visor Ryan (OH) $1,000,000 

RDTE,AF Versatile Affordable Advanced Turbine Engine (VAATE)—Small Turbofan (STF) Pastor $3,600,000 

RDTE,AF Versatile Affordable Advanced Turbine Engine, High Speed Turbine Engine Dem-
onstrator 

Bishop (UT) Bennett, Hatch $4,800,000 

RDTE,AF Virtual Medical Trainer Murtha $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Warfighter Pocket XP-Next Gen McMorris-Rodgers Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,AF Water Purification with Fused Carbon Nanotube Nanostructure Material Welch Leahy $2,400,000 

RDTE,AF Wavelength Agile Spectral Harmonic Oxygen Sensor and Cell Level Battery Con-
troller 

Dreier $1,200,000 

RDTE,AF WR-ALC Special Operations Forces Marshall Isakson $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW 11m RIB Replacement Craft Design Allen, Michaud Collins, Snowe $800,000 

RDTE,DW 3D Electronics Lewis (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW 3-D Technology for Advanced Sensor Systems Simpson Craig, Crapo, Dole $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Accelerate Defense Supply Chain Kohl $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Accelerated DT&E of Affordable Robust Mid-Sized UGVs for Defense & Homeland 
Security Applications 

Meehan Kennedy $800,000 
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Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 
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House Senate 

RDTE,DW Acinetobacter Baumannii Research Lantos $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Dynamic Optics Program Young (FL) $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Emergency Medical Response Training Program Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Microcircuit Emulation (AME) Hobson $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Mobile Microgrid System Kilpatrick, Conyers Levin, Stabenow $4,400,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Multi-Purpose Microdisplay System Reynolds, Kuhl $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Multi-sensor ISR Testbed Cochran $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Nano-Engineered Composites (AMRI) Jefferson, Jindal Landrieu, Vitter $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Photonic Composites Research Clyburn Graham $3,253,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced SAM Hardware Simulator Development ? ITEAMS Cramer, Johnson (GA), Gingrey, Mar-
shall, Scott (GA) 

Chambliss, Isakson $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Surface Radar Technologies (ASuRT) Sarbanes, Bartlett, Ruppersberger Cardin, Mikulski $5,500,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced Tactical Threat Warning Radio (ATTWR) Lofgren Boxer $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Advanced, Long Endurance Unattended Ground Sensor Technologies Pickering Cochran, Lott $2,080,000 

RDTE,DW Advancing Research to Further National Security Goals Lowey, Nadler $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW AELED IED Detection for Naval UAVs Murtha $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Aerial Canopy Sensor Delivery System (ACSDS) Rogers (KY) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Agile JTRS Integrated Circuits Capps $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Agile Software Capability Intervention Bond $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Aging Systems Sustainment and Enabling Technologies (ASSET) Lucas Inhofe $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Airborne Infrared Surveillance (AIRS) Sullivan, Boren Inhofe $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Alternative Futures at the Range Complex Level for the Southwest US Ensign $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Aluminum Nitride for Substrates and Devices Wilson (SC) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Antenna, Diagnostic & Microwave Characterization Facility Reid $1,300,000 

RDTE,DW Anthrax Monoclonal Antibody Therapeutic and Prophylaxis Program Holt, Latham Cardin $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Antibody-Based Therapeutic Against Smallpox Van Hollen Cardin, Mikulski $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Antioxidant Micronutrient Therapeutic Countermeasures for Chemical Agents McCarthy (NY) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Application Specific Integrated Circuit (ASIC) development Leahy $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Application Specific Integrated Circuits Fabrication Facility Young (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Armed Forces Health and Food Supply Research Roberts $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW ARSC Stevens, Murkowski $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Athena—Threat Signal Locator Matsui $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Automated Language Translation Harman $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Automated Threat Warning for Improved Warfighter Survivability Brown (SC) Graham $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Autonomous and Semi-autonomous Manipulation for Ground Robots Reynolds $500,000 

RDTE,DW Autonomous Intrusion Surveillance Sensor Networks Conrad, Dorgan $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Bacterial Ghost Influenza Vaccine Development Carney Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW BIGFOOT Tag Airborne Receiver Mollohan $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Biofuels Program Levin $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Biological And Chemical Warfare Online Repository of Technical Holdings System Hastings (WA) Murray $800,000 

RDTE,DW Biomedical Engineering Initiative Young (FL) $500,000 

RDTE,DW Biosurety Development and Management Program Reyes $800,000 
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Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

RDTE,DW Bioterrorism Operations Policy for Public Emergency Response (BOPPER) Watt Burr $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Capabilities Study for Improvised Explosive Devices Detection Baker $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Carbon Nanotube Chemical Detector Edwards $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Carbon Nanotube Thin Film Near Infrared Detector Lewis (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Castings for Improved Defense Readiness Boyda, Bean, Kennedy Casey, Durbin, Reed, Roberts, 
Whitehouse 

$2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Center for Nonproliferation Studies, Monterey Institute for International Affairs Berman $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW CEROS Inouye $10,000,000 

RDTE,DW CG(X) Modular Launch System Eshoo Lott $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Chemical Warfare Agent Fate Model Verification and Validation Kildee Levin $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Chemical/Biological Infrared Detection System Collins $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Claflin University Detection and Remediation Response to Biological and Chem-
ical Weapons Project 

Clyburn $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Combat Effective Facial Armor Research and Development Buyer Bayh $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Command and Control Mission Manager (C2MM) Spiral 5 Mollohan $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Commodity Management Systems Consolidation Byrd $1,800,000 

RDTE,DW Communications Enhancements to Fielded TACTI-NET Systems to Extend Range 
and Increase Capacity 

Shelby $800,000 

RDTE,DW Comprehensive Maritime Domain Awareness Young (FL) $4,500,000 

RDTE,DW Comprehensive National Incident Management System Moran (VA), Goode Warner, Webb $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Computing and Nanoscale Electronic Processing Walden, Blumenauer, Wu $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Constant Look Operation Support Environment (CLOSE) Young (AK) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Contextual Arabic Blog and Slang Analysis Program Tiahrt, Udall (CO) Lott, Warner, Webb $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Continuation of Advanced Materials Research for Nuclear Detection, Counter- 
proliferation and Imaging 

Young (FL) $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Continuation of Unmanned Vehicle CBRNE Unitary Sensor Suite Development 
and Demonstration 

Young (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Corrosion Resistant Ultrahigh-Strength Steel for Landing Gear Schakowsky, Hobson $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Counter Sniper Protection System (CSPS) turret Murtha $1,120,000 

RDTE,DW Countering Missile-related Technology Proliferation Goode $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Counterinsurgency Biometrics Tactical Census Authentication Enrollment and 
Identification System 

Capito $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Countermeasures to Chemical/Biological Control-Rapid Response Young (FL), Boyd $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Covert WPM Waveform Modules Gingrey Chambliss, Isakson $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Credibility Assessment Research Initiative Craig, Crapo $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW CT-QAS Counterterrorsim-Quality Assurance Science program Clay, Wm. $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Cultural and Societal Modeling & Simulation Forbes $2,560,000 

RDTE,DW Data-Intensive, High-Performance Computing-Phase 4 Hobson Voinovich $1,500,000 

RDTE,DW Day Night Wide Area Surveillance System Sherman $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Defense Command Integration Center Moore (KS), Boyda $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Defense Fuelcell Locomotive Brownback $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Demonstrations,T&E of Mini-Sensors Conrad, Dorgan $4,800,000 

RDTE,DW Dendrimer Enhanced Water Remediation Research Levin $800,000 

RDTE,DW Department of Defense Corrosion Program Cochran $14,100,000 
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RDTE,DW Detection of Biological Agents in Water Kilpatrick, Walsh Clinton, Levin, Schumer, Stabenow $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Develop & Test Environmentally Safe Biocides for Bio-Defense Meek $500,000 

RDTE,DW DF Light: Advanced Packaging and Direction Finding in Support of Joint Threat 
Warning System 

Bilirakis $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Diamond MEMS Sensors for Real-Time Sensing of Weaponized Pathogens Biggert $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW DICAST System Enhancement Harman $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW DIFAR Sensor System Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Digital Data High Quality Recorder Brownback $800,000 

RDTE,DW Digital Network Centric Remotely Operated Weapons System Tiahrt $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Directed Energy Systems for UAV Payloads Tiahrt $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Distributed Network Switching Joint Capability Demonstration Sanchez, Loretta $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW DNA Safeguard Craig, Crapo $1,360,000 

RDTE,DW DOD Springboard Stevens $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Dual Use Technologies for Bio-defense Diaz-Balart, Mario $1,500,000 

RDTE,DW Early Responders Distance Learning Center (ERDLC): Scenario and Incident 
Based Port Security Training 

Brady (PA), Gerlach $800,000 

RDTE,DW East Coast Asymmetric Warfare Initiative Collins, Snowe, Warner, Webb $800,000 

RDTE,DW Economic production of coal-to-liquid fuels Byrd $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW EDIT Advanced Shallow Subsurface Tunnel, Bunker and Cache Detection Udall (NM), Wilson (NM) Domenici $800,000 

RDTE,DW Electronics and Materials for Flexible Sensors and Transponders (EMFST) Conrad, Dorgan $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Emerging Critical Interconnection Technology Program (E/CIT) Ellsworth Bayh, Lugar $800,000 

RDTE,DW End to End Semi Fab Alpha Tool Sanchez, Loretta $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Enhanced Simulation Capabilities for Information Operations Cochran, Lott $6,240,000 

RDTE,DW Environmental Bioterrorism Detection Program Young (FL) $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Expendable Airdrop Delivery Systems (EADS) McIntyre, Coble, Hayes $800,000 

RDTE,DW Extended-Lifetime Radioisotope Batteries Price (NC) $800,000 

RDTE,DW Facility Security Using Tactical Surveys Lewis (CA) $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Fastman Analyzer Platform Bond $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Feature Size Migration at DMEA AMRS Boundary Lungren Feinstein $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Field Experimentation Program for Special Operations Farr $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW First Link Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Flashlight Soldier-to-Soldier Combat ID System (FSCIS) Rodriguez, Granger Cornyn $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Foliage Penetrating Acoustically Cued Imagery Sensor Young (FL) $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Foliage Penetration Reconnaissance and Surveillance System Hirono Akaka $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Foreign Test Range Analysis ? Measurement and Signature Intelligence (MASINT) Cramer $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Fraunhofer USA Center for Molecular Biology Castle $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Garden State Cancer Center Vaccine Development Program Rothman, Pascrell Lautenberg, Menendez $800,000 

RDTE,DW Green Product Evaluation and Implementation Program Clyburn Graham $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Hand-held Nanotechnology Enabled Bio-warfare Agent Identification System Kuhl Clinton, Schumer $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Hardware Encryption Technology Program Cochran $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW High Energy Battery for Unmanned Aerial Vehicles Bayh, Lugar $2,080,000 

RDTE,DW High Performance Computational Design of Novel Materials Cochran, Lott $1,520,000 
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RDTE,DW High Performance Computing (HPC) for Defense Modeling and Simulation Re-
search 

Brown (FL) Nelson (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW High Performance Computing Infrastructure Enhancement Lott $5,600,000 

RDTE,DW High Power Densities Research Martinez $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW High Specific Energy Rechargeable Battery Giffords $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Hydrogen Storage Program Levin $5,000,000 

RDTE,DW HyperAcute Vaccine Development Latham Grassley, Harkin $1,480,000 

RDTE,DW Illinois Institute of Technology Rush $1,040,000 

RDTE,DW Improved Chemical, Biological, and Radiological Filters Warner, Webb $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Improved Collapsible Urethane Fuel Storage Tanks Regula; Davis, David Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Improved Information Transfer for Special Forces Young (FL) $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Improved Sensor Systems Murtha $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Improved skin decontamination system Brownback $800,000 

RDTE,DW Information Networking For Operational Reporting and Monitoring (INFORM) Rothman, Holt Lautenberg, Menendez $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Initiative for Defense Against Bio-Warfare and Bio-Terrorism Sestak $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Inland Empire Wellhead Treatment of Perchlorate Contaminated Wells Baca $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Integrated Base Defense Operation Planning Process Boyd $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Integrated Bridge System Young (FL), Mollohan $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Integrated Cryo-cooled High Power Density Systems Boyd $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Integrated High Activity Response System (INHARS) Boyd $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Intelligent Decision Exploration Inouye $5,500,000 

RDTE,DW Interagency, Near-Term Engineering R&D to Increase the Survivability of Per-
sonnel Exposed to IED Attacks 

Cornyn $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Internet Observer and Inner View Insider Threat Mitigation Tools—(Transferred 
from Senate General Provision 8182) 

Bennett $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW JET—Digital Aurora Radio Technology Program Stevens $3,252,000 

RDTE,DW Joint Biological Agent Identification and Diagnostic System Bennett $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Joint Experimentation Visualization Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Joint Gulf Range Complex Test and Training Interdependency Initiative Miller (FL), Boyd $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Joint METOC Program (SOCOM) Tancredo, Udall (CO) Allard, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Joint National Integration Center (JNIC) Lamborn Allard, Salazar $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Joint Technology Insertion and Accelerated System Integration Capability for 
Electronic Warfare 

Bayh, Lugar $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Joint Training and Experimentation Center (JTEC) Joint Robotics Program Barrasso $8,000,000 

RDTE,DW Joint Urban Fires Prototype (JUFP) Forbes $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Law Enforcement Test Bed for Counter-Insurgency Tactics, Techniques and Prac-
tices 

Young (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Light Weight Composite Brakes for Armored Wheeled Vehicles Kilpatrick Levin, Stabenow $800,000 

RDTE,DW Long-Range Stand Off System for Detection of Biological Materials Cubin Enzi $1,120,000 

RDTE,DW Louisiana Command & Control, Interoperable Communications & Information 
Sharing 

Vitter $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Low Power Next Generation Portable Radionuclide Detection & ID Systems English Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Massively Parallel Optical Interconnects for Microsatellite Applications Ensign, Reid $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW MatchBox (Biometrics Analysis and Identification) Byrd $4,720,000 
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RDTE,DW Medical Free Electron Laser Cooper; Calvert; Lynch; Meehan; Price 
(NC); Sanchez, Loretta; Wamp 

Alexander, Boxer, Burr, Dole, Feinstein, 
Kennedy 

$2,400,000 

RDTE,DW MHPCC Inouye $5,000,000 

RDTE,DW Military High Pressure Packaging Project Ellsworth Bayh, Lugar $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW MilTech Extension Program Baucus, Tester $1,500,000 

RDTE,DW Missile-related Threat Representation—Shared Shelby $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Mixed Oxidants for Chemical and Biological Decontamination Boyd $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Mobile Optical Wireless Networking for Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnais-
sance 

Cummings Mikulski $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Mobile Rapid Response Prototype/Chemical Biological Preparedness Center Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Mobile Real-Time Non-Specific Viral Agent Detector Hayes, Price (NC) Dole $1,500,000 

RDTE,DW Multifunctional Particles for Defeating CBWA (Chemical and Biological Warfare 
Agents) 

Meehan $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Multi-mission Advanced Sensor System (MASS) Bonner, Arcuri Clinton, Schumer $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Multi-purpose Biodefense Immunoarray Bartlett, DeLauro Cardin, Dodd, Lieberman, Mikulski $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Multi-Sensor UXO Detection and Recovery System Re-acquisition and Removal 
Phase Camp Lejeune, North 

Duncan Coleman, Klobuchar $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Multisignal Nanosensors for Detection of IEDs Reid $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Multi-Spectral Laboratory and Analytical Services Program Lucas Inhofe $800,000 

RDTE,DW Multi-Target Tracking Optical Sensor-Array Tracking Akaka $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Multi-User Panoramic Synthetic Vision System Hodes Gregg, Sununu $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Myeloid Progenitor for Acute Radiation Syndrome Eshoo, Lantos Boxer $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Nanocrystal Source Display Markey, Olver $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Nanoscience Nanotechnology Institute Rangel $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Nanotechnology Initiative at Shaw University Etheridge $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW National Biometrics Security Project Byrd $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW National Center for Blast Mitigation and Protection Moran (VA) Warner, Webb $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW National Consortium for MASINT Research Bingaman, Durbin, Obama $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW National Defense University Technology Research Program Smith (WA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW National Repository of Digital Forensic Intelligence/Center for Telecommuni-
cations and Network Security 

Lucas Inhofe $1,120,000 

RDTE,DW Net-Centric Airborne Defense Element (NCADE) Inslee Kyl $4,800,000 

RDTE,DW Networked Micro-Sensors Technology Testbed Johnson, Sam Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW New England Manufacturing Supply Chain Initiative Courtney, Hodes, McGovern, Michaud, 
Welch 

Collins, Kennedy, Leahy, Reed, Sanders, 
Snowe 

$1,600,000 

RDTE,DW New York Structural Biology Center Rangel Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Next Generation Gas Chromatographic Mass Spectrometer for WMD Civil Support 
Teams 

Bayh, Lugar $800,000 

RDTE,DW Next Generation Supercomputer IA Prototype for the NRL Obey $4,500,000 

RDTE,DW Nickel Boron Metal Coating Technology for USSOCOM Vehicle Systems Mahoney $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW NIDS Automated Biological Agent Identifier Castle Biden, Carper $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Northwest Manufacturing Initiative Blumenauer, Baird, DeFazio, Hooley, Wu Smith, Murray, Wyden $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Novel Viral Biowarfare Agent Identification and Treatment (NOVBAIT) Pelosi Harkin $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW NSW RIB Payload Capacity Project Taylor Cochran, Lott $2,100,000 

RDTE,DW Optinet Sensor System Moran (VA) $800,000 
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RDTE,DW Pacific Disaster Center Inouye $6,000,000 

RDTE,DW Pacific Region Interoperability Test and Evaluation Capability Inouye $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW ParallelaVax Rapid Vaccine Testing Technology Pomeroy Conrad, Dorgan $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Parser Multi-Level Security Sanders $1,680,000 

RDTE,DW Partnership for Defense Innovation Wi-Fi Test Laboratory Hayes $2,700,000 

RDTE,DW Parts Backorder Reduction Murtha $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Pat Roberts Intelligence Scholars Program (PRISP) Roberts $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Photo Catalytic Oxidation (PCO) Demonstration for Water Reuse Visclosky $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW PhotoScrub Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Picoceptor and Processor for Manportable Threat Warning Gregg $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Plant Vaccine Development Biden, Carper $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Playas Mobile Command, Control and Communications Shelter Bingaman, Domenici $2,500,000 

RDTE,DW Playas Training and Research Center Joint Training Experiment Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Point-of-Care Diagnostic System Reynolds, Bartlett $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Port and Hull Security 3D, Real Time Sonar-System Echoscope; Program of Na-
tional Interest 

Young (FL) $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Portable Continuous Monitor for Biodetection Brown (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Portable Rapid Bacterial Warfare Detection Unit Boswell, Latham Grassley, Harkin $4,400,000 

RDTE,DW Power Dozer Side-Casting Technology Operational Capability/Integration Evalua-
tion 

Smith (NJ) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Project FORTITUDE Bunning $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Protective Self-Decontaminating Surfaces Grijalva, Aderholt $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW PROTECTOR-DACS Moran (VA), Goode $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Pulsed Energy Projectile (PEP) Bartlett Coleman, Klobuchar $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Range Tactical Data Link (TDL) & Relay Capability Kingston Chambliss, Isakson $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Rapid Detection of Bacterial Pathogens Perlmutter Allard $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Rapid Forensic Evaluation of Microbes in Biodefense Murtha $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Rapid Identification of Biological Warfare Agents Bartlett, Cummings, Sarbanes Hagel, Nelson (NE) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Rapid Prototyping/Low Rate Production of Mini-Sensors Conrad, Dorgan $3,600,000 

RDTE,DW Rapid Response Database Systems Initiative Pallone, Smith (NJ) Lautenberg, Menendez $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Reactive Coatings Enhanced to Resist Chemical/Biological Contamination Kennedy, Kerry $1,760,000 

RDTE,DW Reduce environmental impact of coal-to-liquid fuels Byrd $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Regenerative Chemical Biological Filtration Systems LaTourette $2,500,000 

RDTE,DW Remote Sighting System Gillibrand Clinton, Schumer $800,000 

RDTE,DW Research on a Molecular Approach to Hazardous Materials Decontamination Craig, Crapo $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Robotic Mobility Platform System Boyd Gregg $800,000 

RDTE,DW Roll-On, Roll-Off Reconnaissance Pallet Improvement Murtha $4,800,000 

RDTE,DW Ruggedized Mobile Gamma Radiation Detection System (GuARDS) Taylor Cochran, Lott $880,000 

RDTE,DW Ruggedized Mobile Secure 1000 Taylor Lott $800,000 

RDTE,DW Safe High Power (High Rate) Lithium Battery for MKV (Missiles) with Long Stor-
age Life 

Sestak $2,480,000 

RDTE,DW Secure Miniaturized Free Space Optical Communications Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Security for Critical Communication Networks (SCCN) Sires Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 
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RDTE,DW Self-Decontaminating Polymer System for Chemical and Biological Warfare 
Agents 

Blunt, Akin $5,600,000 

RDTE,DW Self-sensing Array Container Pre-screening Sensor System Reid $1,440,000 

RDTE,DW Semi-autonomous or Unattended Psychological Operations and Reconnaissance 
Tool (SUPORT) 

Spratt $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Semi-Autonomous Robotic Manipulation and Sensing Udall (CO) Allard $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW Semiconductor Photomask Technology Initiative Tauscher $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Shipboard Visitor Control Center Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Simulated Virtual Prototype Environment Development Moran (VA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Simultaneous Field Radiation Technology (SFRT) Pickering Cochran, Lott $3,100,000 

RDTE,DW Small Accelerators and Detection Systems for Homeland Defense and National 
Security Applications 

Simpson Craig, Crapo $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Small Boat Family Integrated Combat System Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Small Craft Integrated Common Operational Picture Allen Collins, Snowe $800,000 

RDTE,DW SOCOM computer research Hutchison $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW SOCOM Imagery Dissemination System Young (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW SOF Special Purpose Tagging, Tracking and Locating Tool Kit Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Software Assurance Education and Research Institute Conyers, Kilpatrick Levin, Stabenow $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Spartan Advanced Composite Technology Conrad, Dorgan $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Special Operation Forces Advanced Mission Planning Tools Hulshof, Akin Bond $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Special Operations Forces Network-Centric Sharing and Storage Gerlach Specter $1,000,000 

RDTE,DW Special Operations Portable Power Source Dingell Levin, Stabenow $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Spintronics Memory Storage Technology Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Spray Technique Analysis and Research for Defense (STAR4D) Braley Grassley, Harkin $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Stand-off Chemical Detector for SOF Venture Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Strategic Bioterror Response for Battlefield Survival Murphy, Patrick $1,440,000 

RDTE,DW Strategic Materials and Silicon Carbide Optics Inouye $5,000,000 

RDTE,DW Superlattice Nanotechnology Hayes Burr $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Surface Enhanced Infrared Detection of Threats Edwards $2,640,000 

RDTE,DW Tactical SIGINT and Geo-location Cognitive Analysis Cramer, Berry $400,000 

RDTE,DW Technology Roadmapping and Strategic Investment Planning Duncan $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW Total Perimeter Surveillance (TPS) Walberg Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW UAV Systems and Operations Validation Program (USOVP) Pearce, Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW UCLA High Speed and High Volume Laboratory Network for Infectious Diseases Pelosi, Waxman, Harman Boxer, Domenici $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Ultra Low Power Electronics for Special Purpose Computers Craig, Crapo $1,040,000 

RDTE,DW Unattended SIGINT Node Lewis (CA) $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW University Materials Characterization and Metrology Center Eshoo, Honda $1,200,000 

RDTE,DW University Strategic Partnership Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Unmanned Aerial Vehicles Stevens, Murkowski $1,600,000 

RDTE,DW USJFCOM’s Joint Warfighting Center (JWFC) Joint Training Blended Learning Ini-
tiative 

Visclosky $2,000,000 

RDTE,DW Vacuum Sampling Pathogen Collection and Concentration Simpson Craig $3,200,000 

RDTE,DW Variable Distance Iris Identification on the Move Markey Kennedy $3,200,000 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00432 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.183 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13173 November 6, 2007 

DEFENSE—Continued 
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Requesting Member 
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RDTE,DW Vehicle Fuel Cell and Hydrogen Logistics Program Levin $8,000,000 

RDTE,DW Virus Mutation and Virus Transfer from Humans to Animals Slaughter Clinton, Schumer $3,000,000 

RDTE,DW Warfighter Personnel Decontamination Clay $800,000 

RDTE,DW Warrior Unmanned Ground Vehicle Tierney Kennedy, Kerry $4,000,000 

RDTE,DW Waterway Threat Detection Sensor System Murtha $2,400,000 

RDTE,DW Zumwalt National Program for Countermeasures to Biological and Chemical 
Threats 

Neugebauer $1,000,000 

RDTE,N 76mm Super Rapid Medium Caliber Gun System Explosives Safety Review Brady (PA), McNulty Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Accelerating Fuel Cells Manufacturability and their Application in the Armed 
Forces 

Slaughter Clinton, Schumer $2,750,000 

RDTE,N Acoustic Materials for Integral Bow Conformal Array Crenshaw $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Airship Flying Laboratory Wu Smith, Wyden $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Anti-Radiation Guided Missile (AARGM) Kirk, Jones (NC), Ortiz $3,500,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Avionics Miniaturization Program Tiahrt $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Combatant Materials Research Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Composite Materials for Acoustic Window Applications Taylor Cochran, Lott $6,400,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Fluid Controls for Shipboard Applications Frelinghuysen, Garrett Lautenberg, Menendez $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Fouling and Corrosion Control Coatings Pomeroy Conrad, Dorgan $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Intercept & Ranging Systems Frank, Kennedy, Meehan Kerry, Reed $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Linear Accelerator (LINAC) Facility Hill Bayh, Lugar $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Logistics Fuel Reformer for Fuel Cells DeLauro $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Measurement Standards Development Calvert $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Motor-Propulsor Development and Testing Craig $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Navy Boat Lift (13,000 ? 24,000 lbs.) Research and Development Dicks $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Panoramic Sensor Systems for UAV’s Doyle $800,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Photovoltaic Material Integration Development Camp, Knollenberg Levin $950,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Precision Kill Weapon System (APKWS) Meehan, Ruppersberger, Pascrell, Sul-
livan 

Dodd, Gregg, Inhofe, Kerry, Lautenberg, 
Lieberman, Menendez, Mikulski, 
Sununu 

$6,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Propulsion for Gun Launched Projectiles and Missiles Snowe $800,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Radar Absorbing Tiles for Surface Ships Cardoza, Radanovich Feinstein $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Reinforced Materials and New Materials Research for Aircraft Tires Ryan (OH), Goode Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Repair Technology for the Expeditionary Navy Capps $800,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Research and Development of Hemostatic Agents DeLauro Dodd, Lieberman $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Simulation Tools for Aircraft Structures Made of Composite Materials Clay Bond $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Steam Turbine Hinchey, Kuhl Clinton, Schumer $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Video Processing Technologies (AVPT) Boozman $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Volume Sensor System Gregg, Sununu $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Advanced Wireless Encryption Module Nelson (NE) $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Aegis Combat Information Center (CIC) Virtualization/Common Presentation 
Layer Integration 

Murtha $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Affordable Weapon System Hunter $15,200,000 

RDTE,N Age Exploration Model Enhancement & Vibration Analysis/Precision Measurement 
Integration 

Hoyer Mikulski $2,000,000 
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RDTE,N Agent-based Expeditionary Security System for Anti-Terrorism Afloat Dicks, Davis (CA) $800,000 

RDTE,N Agile Port and High Speed Ship Technology Sanchez, Linda $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Aging Evaluation of Advanced Materials Used for Military Aircraft Tiahrt $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Air Gun Ship Shock Testing of Naval Vessels Nadler Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Airborne Mine Countermeasures (AMCM) ?Open Architecture? Technology Inser-
tion 

Davis, Tom $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Airborne Tactical Server Frelinghuysen, Rothman $2,400,000 

RDTE,N All Weather Sense & Avoid for UAVs Hoyer Cardin, Mikulski $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Amelioration of Military Hearing Loss Baucus, Tester $800,000 

RDTE,N AN/SSQ-137 (V) Ships Signals Exploitation Equipment Increment E Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Anti Torpedo Torpedo (ATT) Perlmutter Salazar $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Anti-Sniper Infrared Targeting System Rogers (KY) Bunning, McConnell $5,000,000 

RDTE,N AN-USQ-155 Card Upgrade for Navy Voice over Internet Protocol Telephony Davis, Tom $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Arc Fault Circuit Breaker with Arc Location System Bennett $800,000 

RDTE,N Assault Directed Infrared Countermeasures Rothman, Pascrell $4,000,000 

RDTE,N ASW Contact Management Mission Planning Improvement Wamp $2,800,000 

RDTE,N ASW Training Interoperability Enterprise Demonstration Test Bed Dicks $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Atmospheric Water Harvesting Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Automated Fiber Optic Manufacturing Initiative Drake, Meehan, Scott (VA) Warner, Webb $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Automated Identification and Data Capture (AIDC) Solutions Center Bishop (GA) Isakson $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Automated Submarine Command and Control Center Reed $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Automated Test and Re-Test Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Anti-Submarine Vertical Beam Array Miller (NC), Coble Burr $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Marine Sensors and Networks for Rapid Littoral Assessment Young (FL) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Maritime Navigation Program Byrd $4,800,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Undersea Vehicle Applications Center Shea-Porter Collins, Gregg, Snowe, Sununu $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Underwater Vehicle (AUV) Docking and Recharging Station Pryce $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Unmanned Surface Vessel (AUSV) Akaka $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Autonomous Unmanned Undersea Vehicle (UUV) Delivery & Communications 
Demonstration 

Dicks, Inslee Murray $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Aviation Improvements—Low Observable Aircraft Sealants Foxx Burr $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Battlefield Sensor Netting Young (FL) $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Bio/Nano-MEMS for Defense Applications McConnell $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Biosensors for Defense Applications Melancon Landrieu, Vitter $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Blast and Impact Resistant Composite Structures for Navy Ships Wicker Cochran, Lott $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Carrier Plant Automation and Manning Reduction Technology Insertion (SBIR 
N05-051) 

Brady (PA) $800,000 

RDTE,N C-Band Active Array Radar System Young (FL) $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Cell-Based Sensors for Chemical Threats Kingston Isakson $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Center for Deployment Psychology Young (FL) Domenici $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Center for Detection and Neutralization of Electronically Initiated Improvised Ex-
plosive Devices 

Emerson $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Center for Hetero-Functional Materials Conaway, Rodriguez $2,000,000 
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RDTE,N Center for Nanoscience and Nanomaterials Watt $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Chameleon Chemical Detection Armband Drake $2,500,000 

RDTE,N Circuit Breaker for Navy Shipboard Power Distribution Systems Murphy, Tim Specter $600,000 

RDTE,N CISRT Enabling Materials Technology Reid $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Clustered Millimeter Wave Imaging Sensors Castle Biden, Carper $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Coastal Airship Surveillance Demonstrator Shays, Butterfield Dodd, Lieberman $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Collective Aperture Multi-Band Sensor System Gregg, Sununu $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Combat Control for Distributed Netted Systems Reed $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Combustion Light Gas Gun Projectile Byrd $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Commercialization of Advanced Technology (CAT) Lewis (CA), Issa $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Common Composite Island Concept Cochran, Lott $2,700,000 

RDTE,N Computer Forensics for Enhanced Maritime Domain Awareness Boyd $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Condition Based Maintenance Enabling Technologies Byrd $2,700,000 

RDTE,N Controllable Shock Absorber for Advanced Submarines Berkley Ensign, Reid $1,800,000 

RDTE,N Cooperative Engagement Capability Young (FL) $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Craft Integrated Electronic Suite (CIES) Mollohan $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Critical Composites Technologies for Enabling Special Operations Forces Medium 
Range Endurance Craft 

Allen Collins, Snowe $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Cryogenic Power System for Unmanned Underwater Vehicles Kaptur $1,000,000 

RDTE,N CSTARS (Center for Southeastern Tropical Advanced Remote Sensing Diaz-Balart, Mario Nelson (FL), Martinez $2,000,000 

RDTE,N DDG-51 Homopolar Hybrid Drive Davis (CA) Cochran $5,500,000 

RDTE,N Deep Extended Echo Ranging (DEER) Murphy, Patrick Casey $800,000 

RDTE,N Deep Water Acoustic Detection System Lautenberg, Menendez $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Defense Integrated Technical Data Center Kaptur $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Detecting Improvised Explosive Devices Schiff $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Digital Data for Weapon System Readiness Dicks $800,000 

RDTE,N Digital Directed Manufacturing Project McConnell $1,280,000 

RDTE,N Digitization of NCIS Investigative Files Byrd $6,400,000 

RDTE,N Direct Motor Driven Waterjet Altmire $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Distributed Common Ground System—Navy/AFATDS Interoperability Souder Lugar $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Distributed Detection Classification and Localization (DCL) Israel $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Distributed Maritime Surveillance System Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Distributed Multi-Platform Sensor Support System Rehberg $2,500,000 

RDTE,N Dual-Stage Ultra-Reliable Water Filtration Technology Development Visclosky $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Durability of Composite Materials and Structures Wasserman Schultz, Wexler $1,600,000 

RDTE,N EA-6B ALQ-99 Band 5/6 TWT Driver Modification Dent Casey, Specter $1,000,000 

RDTE,N EFSS Projectile Technology Enhancements—USMC Platts, Young (FL), Latham $4,400,000 

RDTE,N Electrochemical Field-Deployable System for Potable Water Generation Berkley Ensign, Reid $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Electromagnetic Signature Assessment System Using Multiple Autonomous Un-
derwater Vehicles 

Crapo $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Electronic Portal for Analysis and Surveillance of Medical and Preventive Health 
Records 

Bishop (GA) Isakson $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Electronic Warfare Concept Demonstrator for the Littoral Combat Ship McNerney, Lofgren $800,000 
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RDTE,N Energetics Technology Center/Energetics S&T Workforce Hoyer Cardin, Mikulski $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Enhanced Tracking and Asset Control Sessions; Johnson, Sam $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Environmentally Sealed, Ruggedized Large Scale Display for Tactical Operations 
Centers 

Barrett Graham $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Environmentally-Sealed, Ruggedized Avionics Displays Butterfield, Hayes $1,600,000 

RDTE,N EP-3E Environmental Cooling System Upgrade Edwards $5,040,000 

RDTE,N Equipment Life Extension Project (ELEP) Myrick $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Evaluating ELF Signals in Maritime Environments Sali Craig, Crapo $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Excalibur Warner, Webb $800,000 

RDTE,N Expeditionary Craft Murkowski, Stevens $20,000,000 

RDTE,N Expeditionary Swimmer Defense System Inslee, Larsen Cantwell, Murray $1,600,000 

RDTE,N F/A-18 Avionics Ground Support System Peterson (PA) Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,N F/A-18 Tactical Operational Flight Trainers Fidelity Upgrade Cornyn $1,600,000 

RDTE,N FA-18 Roadmap Procurement Plan Fidelity Upgrade Barton $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Field Programmable Processor Array (FPPA) for Space Based ?Reconfigurable? 
Wide Field of View Sensor 

Holden $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Floating Area Network (FAN) Littoral Sensor Grid Dicks $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Flow Path Analysis Tool (FPAT) Lewis (CA), McCarthy (CA), McKeon $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Force Protection Applied Research Martinez $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Formable Textile for Complex Shaped Aerospace Composites Collins, Snowe $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Fusion, Exploitation, Algorithm, Targeting, High-Altitude Reconnaissance 
(FEATHAR) 

Bennett $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Future Fuel Non-Tactical Vehicle Initiative Clinton, Levin, Schumer, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Galfenol Energy Harvesting Latham Grassley, Harkin $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Gallium Nitride RF Power Technology Coble, Watt Burr, Dole $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Gateway System Mica $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Global Personal Locator Beacon for Counter-narcoterrorism Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Granular Chitosan Clotting Agent for Anti-coagulated Hypothermic Blood Hooley Smith, Wyden $1,200,000 

RDTE,N HALO ? 360 Degree Imaging for Submarines Neal, Meehan, Olver Leahy, Kerry $1,000,000 

RDTE,N High Efficiency Quiet Electric Drive Miller, Gary; Sanchez, Loretta $1,600,000 

RDTE,N High Energy Conventional Energetics (Phase One) Hoyer Bingaman, Cardin, Domenici, Mikulski $5,000,000 

RDTE,N High Performance Alloy Materials, Steel Castings Bond $2,000,000 

RDTE,N High Power Fiber Laser (HPFL)—Based Pod Ellsworth Lugar $1,600,000 

RDTE,N High Power Free Electron Laser Development for Naval Applications Davis, Jo Ann Warner, Webb $2,000,000 

RDTE,N High Power Lightweight Zinc-Air Battery Kucinich, Emerson, Akin Voinovich $1,000,000 

RDTE,N High Power Lithium Battery Baldwin Kohl $800,000 

RDTE,N High Speed Anti-radiation Demonstration (HSAD) Davis, Tom; McKeon $1,600,000 

RDTE,N High Speed Power Node Switching and Control Center Murphy, Patrick; Brady (PA), Schwartz Casey, Specter $1,600,000 

RDTE,N High Temperature Super Conducting Magnetic Energy Storage Moore (WI) $400,000 

RDTE,N High Temperature Superconductor (HTS) Navy Propulsion Motor for DDG 1000 Olver, Meehan, McGovern Kennedy, Kerry $2,000,000 

RDTE,N High Temperature Superconductor AC Synchronous Propulsion Motor Kennedy $2,000,000 

RDTE,N High Toughness Aluminum Structures Moran (VA) $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Highly Integrated Optical Interconnects Stupak Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 
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RDTE,N High-Power Microwave System for Vehicle Immobilization Schiff $1,000,000 

RDTE,N HTDV Inouye $10,000,000 

RDTE,N Implantable Middle-Ear Hearing System Udall (CO) Salazar $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Improved Advanced Watertight Door (IAWD) for Navy Surface Ships Shuster $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Improved Corrosion Protection for Electromagnetic Aircraft Launch System 
(EMALS) for CVN-21 

LoBiondo, Smith (NJ) $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Improved Submarine Thin-Line Towed Array Handler Kennedy Reed $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Improved Surface Vessel Torpedo Launcher Reed $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Individual Chemical Alert System Boxer $800,000 

RDTE,N Information Sharing for ISRTE Akaka $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Infrared Materials Laboratories Cole Inhofe $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Innovative Methods for Ship-Building Affordability Allen $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Integrated Advanced Communications Terminal (iACT) Tierney $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Integrated Manufacturing Enterprise McCrery Landrieu, Vitter $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Integrated Power System Converter Altmire; Doyle; Murphy, Tim Casey, Specter $800,000 

RDTE,N Integrated Warfighter Biodefense Program Castle Biden, Carper $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Integration of Logistics Info for Knowledge Projection and Readiness Byrd $1,800,000 

RDTE,N Intelligence Gathering Uninhabited System (IGUS) McHenry Burr $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Intelligent Autonomy Technology Transition Program (IA) Myrick $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Intelligent Machining of Advanced Defense Materials Jordan Voinovich $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Internet Protocol over Power Line Carrier Technology Integration with ICAS McIntyre $1,600,000 

RDTE,N JEOD Diver Situational Awareness System Moran (VA) $800,000 

RDTE,N Joint Integrated Systems for Advanced Digital Networking (JIST-NET) Hunter $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Joint Stand Off Weapon RDT&E Blunt, Akin Bond $4,800,000 

RDTE,N Kinetic Hydropower System (KHPS) Turbine Inslee, Maloney, Engel Clinton, Murray, Schumer $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Laser Perimeter Awareness System Coleman $1,500,000 

RDTE,N Lasers for Navy Applications Murtha $2,000,000 

RDTE,N LCS Mission Package Enterprise Murtha $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Lightweight Composite Structure Development for Aerospace Vehicles Sullivan Inhofe $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Lithium-Ion Cell Development Bond $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Littoral Battlespace Sensing (LBS) & Autonomous Underwater Vehicle System 
(UAV) Program 

Boustany Landrieu $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) Networked Tactical Training System (NTTS) Drake $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Long Range Synthetic Aperture Sonar (SAS) for Anti Submarine Warfare (ASW) Moran (VA) $800,000 

RDTE,N Long Wavelength Array Bingaman, Domenici $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Low Acoustic and Thermal Signature Battlefield Power Source Baucus, Tester $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Low Cost, Expendable, Fiber Optic Sensor Array Murtha $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Low Signature Modular Weapon Platform Baird, Blumenauer, DeFazio, Hooley, Wu Smith, Wyden $2,400,000 

RDTE,N M2C2 Inouye $3,200,000 

RDTE,N M65 Bismaleimide Carbon Fiber Prepreg Tauscher, Aderholt, Bishop (UT), Larsen, 
Shays 

Bennett, Hatch, Sessions $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Magdalena Ridge Observatory (MRO) Pearce, Wilson (NM) Bingaman, Domenici $6,500,000 

RDTE,N Magnetic Refrigeration Technology Baldwin Kohl $3,200,000 
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RDTE,N Manufacturing and Repair Cell Conyers, Levin Levin, Stabenow $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Marine Air-Ground Task Force Situational Awareness Akaka, Inouye $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Marine Mammal Awareness, Alert and Response Systems (MMAARS) Abercrombie Akaka $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Marine Mammals—Effects of Sound Abercrombie $800,000 

RDTE,N Maritime Identification Surveillance Technology (MIST) Moran (VA); Conaway: Davis, Jo Ann; 
LoBiondo 

$1,600,000 

RDTE,N Maritime Intelligence Integration for Shared Situational Awareness Hoyer Mikulski $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Maritime Mobile Force Protection Program Langevin Reed, Whitehouse $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Massive Tissue Injury/Amputation Repair with Composite Tissue Transplantation Ruppersberger Cardin, Mikulski $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Mast-mounted In-Port Video Force Protection Surveillance System Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N MEMS Microdetonator Packaging Technology Herseth Sandlin Johnson $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Micro-munitions Interface for Tactical Unmanned Systems Ehlers Levin, Stabenow $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Microwave Ferrites and Multifunctional Integrated Circuits Capuano $800,000 

RDTE,N Military Aircraft Loss of Control Training Research Reynolds, Higgins Clinton, Schumer $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Military Dental Research Kirk Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Miniaturization, Systemization of Semiconducting Metal Oxide Collins $800,000 

RDTE,N Mission Deployable Surveillance Biometrics Sires, Rothman Lautenberg, Menendez $1,600,000 

RDTE,N MK-48 Torpedo Post-Launch Communication System Arcuri Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Mobile Ad Hoc Data Communications for Unmanned Systems: Moran (VA) $800,000 

RDTE,N Mobile Oxygen, Ventilation, and External Suction (MOVES) Johnson, Sam; Granger Cornyn $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Modular Advanced Helmet Vision System Hastert Durbin $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Modular Advanced Ultra Light Weapons System Prototype Mount Obey Coleman, Kohl $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Modular Payload Systems Murtha $2,000,000 

RDTE,N MTTC/IPI and National Surface Treatment Center McConnell $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Multi-Colored Infrared Sensors Gregg, Sununu $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Multi-Fuel Combustor for Shipboard Fuel Cells Lampson $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Multifunctional Oxide Materials, Their Application and Devices (MFMA) Pryce Warner, Webb $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Multivalent Dengue Vaccine Program Brown (SC) Graham $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Nanotechnology Engineer & Manufacturing Operation (NEMO) Hirono $800,000 

RDTE,N National Center for Research on Evaluation, Standards, and Student Testing 
(CRESST) Skill Set Analysis (Note: Including $2M to support CRESST as a 
UARC for Educational and Training Technology Assessment) 

Lewis (CA) $2,400,000 

RDTE,N National Initiative for Applications of Multifuctional Materials McCaul Hutchison $1,600,000 

RDTE,N National Item Identification Number Validation and Correction Tancredo, Perlmutter Allard, Salazar $1,600,000 

RDTE,N National Security Training Serrano $2,000,000 

RDTE,N National Terrorism Preparedness Institute Counter-Terrorism Technology Develop-
ment Training 

Young (FL) $2,400,000 

RDTE,N NAVAIR CPI Tech Manual Conversion and Support Baucus $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Naval Aviation Technology Exploration Initiative Cardin, Mikulski $800,000 

RDTE,N Naval Flywheel Energy Storage System Tierney, Meehan Kennedy $600,000 

RDTE,N Navy Special Warfare (NSW) Unattended Sensor Network Murtha $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Navy Automatic Identification Technology (AID) Engineering Support Cochran, Lott $800,000 

RDTE,N Navy Condition Based Maintenance for Shipyard Facilities and Equipment Peterson (PA) Casey, Specter $3,000,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

RDTE,N Navy Science and Technology Outreach Warner, Webb $800,000 

RDTE,N Navy Submarine Hydraulic Oil Recycling and Waste Reduction Frelinghuysen Lautenberg, Menendez $1,000,000 

RDTE,N ND Center for the Engineering of Oxide-Nitride Structures (CEONS) Visclosky $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Network Expansion & Integration of Navy/NASA RDT&E Ranges & Facilities Hoyer Cardin, Mikulski $4,100,000 

RDTE,N Neural Control of External Devices (artificial limb movement) Bennett $800,000 

RDTE,N New Payloads and Sensors Unmanned Surface Vehicle System Cardin, Mikulski $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Next Generation Electronic Warfare Simulator (NGEWS) McCarthy (CA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Next Generation Networking Electronic Medical Records Project Cochran $4,000,000 

RDTE,N NMSU Water Security Program Domenici $800,000 

RDTE,N Oblique Imaging and Software Tool for Marine Installations Reynolds $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Ocean Thermal Energy Conversion to produce liquid hydrocarbon fuels from sea 
water 

Abercrombie $800,000 

RDTE,N ONAMI Nanoelectronics and Nanometrology Initiative DeFazio, Blumenauer, Hooley, Wu Smith, Wyden $2,000,000 

RDTE,N On-Demand Custom Body Implants/Prosthesis for Injured Personnel Dingell Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Open Architecture/Maintenance Free Operating Period Moran (VA) $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Optical Recognition Protocol for Biologics Detection Abercrombie, Hirono $800,000 

RDTE,N Organic Submarine Airborne ISRT Demonstration Reed $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Oxygen Generator Frank, Murphy (CT) Lieberman $800,000 

RDTE,N Pacific Airborne Surveillance and Testing Inouye $15,000,000 

RDTE,N Pacific-Based Joint Info Tech Center Inouye $6,500,000 

RDTE,N Penn State Cancer Institute Holden $5,600,000 

RDTE,N Performance Enhancements for Information Assurance and Information Systems Cochran, Lott $6,100,000 

RDTE,N Permanent Magnet Motor System Bartlett, Meehan, Murphy (CT), Olver Dodd, Kennedy, Kohl, Lieberman $9,000,000 

RDTE,N Phalanx Next Generation McCaul, Eshoo, Everett Bennett, Hatch, McConnell, Sessions $6,800,000 

RDTE,N Phase I Clinical Trials for Infusible Hemostatic Agent Price (NC) Burr, Dole $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Planar Solid Oxide Fuel Cell System Demonstration at UTC SimCenter Wamp $3,500,000 

RDTE,N PMRF Force Protection Lab Inouye $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Point Mugu Electronic Warfare Lab Upgrade Gallegly $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Power Conversion Equipment for High Density Power Generation Boren, Sullivan Inhofe $800,000 

RDTE,N Precision Terrain Aided Navigation Young (FL) $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Project Athena Kennedy, Langevin Reed, Whitehouse $6,400,000 

RDTE,N Propulsor Manufacturing Technology Development Taylor Cochran, Lott $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Protective Apparel Technology Systems Inhofe $800,000 

RDTE,N Puget Sound Anoxia Research Dicks $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Pure Hydrogen Supply from Logistic Fuels Murphy, Patrick Casey $2,400,000 

RDTE,N QuIPS Integration with Undersea Warfare ? Decision Support System (USW-DSS) Dicks $800,000 

RDTE,N Radio Sensor Module (RASM) Price (NC) Burr $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Rapid Repair UV Curable Structural Adhesives Reed, Whitehouse $4,000,000 

RDTE,N Real-Time Measurement Weight and Balance System for C-130s Inslee Murray $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Remote Multi-Mission Vehicle ASW Mission Module for LCS Walsh $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Reparative Core Medicine Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Research Infrastructure for the Applied Physics Laboratory Dicks, McDermott Cantwell $3,200,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

RDTE,N Rotational Molded Double Wall for Un-Manned Patrol Boat Coleman $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Rotor Blade Protection Against Sand and Water Erosion Edwards $800,000 

RDTE,N SCOUT Mk3 Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Secure Data Sharing for Digital Radiographic Imaging Cantwell $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Secure Infrastructure Technology Laboratory (SINTEL) Rothman, Sires Lautenberg, Menendez $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Semi-Submersible UUV Vitter $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Sensor Arrays for Multiple Applications Nelson (FL) $1,500,000 

RDTE,N Shipboard Production of Synthetic Logistics and Aviation Fuel Bennett, Hatch $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Silver Fox UAS Giffords $800,000 

RDTE,N Single Generator Operations Lithium Ion Battery Reid $5,000,000 

RDTE,N Skybus 80k and 130k LTA-UAS Multirole Technologies Collins, Snowe $1,800,000 

RDTE,N Smart Integrated Data Environment Moran (VA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Smart Valve Allen Collins, Snowe $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Smart Visor Lowey Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,N SmartLink Planar Scanner Antenna Modernization Sherman $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Solid-State DC Protection System (SSDCP) Moore (WI),Bartlett, Meehan, Murphy 
(CT) 

Dodd $400,000 

RDTE,N Somatic Cell Processing Program Wasserman Schultz $1,600,000 

RDTE,N SPAWAR System Center Information Technology Center (ITC) Jindal, Jefferson Landrieu, Vitter $10,000,000 

RDTE,N Spherical Airship R&D Bishop (GA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Stabilized Laser Designation Capability Thompson (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Stand-off Biochemical Agent Detection Edwards $800,000 

RDTE,N Strategies to Mitigate Individual Stress Reactivity and Operational Stress Reac-
tions in the Military 

Davis (CA) $1,200,000 

RDTE,N STRIKE RDT&E and Integration with Intelligence C2 Systems / CIHEP Boyd $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Strike Weapon Propulsion (SWEAP) Barton $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Structural Life Tracking Warner, Webb $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Submarine Artificial Intelligence-Based Combat System Kernal Reed, Whitehouse $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Submarine Electronic Chart Updates Nelson (FL) $2,700,000 

RDTE,N Submarine Maintenance Automation and Communication System (SMACS) Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Submarine Targeting Agile Array with Rapid Zooming Durbin $1,320,000 

RDTE,N Support for Naval Ship Hydrodynamic Facilities Van Hollen Cardin, Mikulski $5,000,000 

RDTE,N Surf Eagle Open Source Environmental Intelligence Lott $3,600,000 

RDTE,N Survivability Program Simpson Craig, Crapo $1,500,000 

RDTE,N Sustainability of AN/SPS—49 Common Signal Data Processor Obey Kohl $3,600,000 

RDTE,N Swimmer Detection Sonar Network Shea-Porter, Allen, Hodes Collins, Gregg, Snowe, Sununu $1,200,000 

RDTE,N SWMA: Critical On Demand Information System for Shipboard Maintainers Dingell Levin, Stabenow $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Tactical Compact Optical Interrogator (TCOI) Abercrombie $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Tactical E-Field Buoy Development Program Hunter $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Tactical Key Loader Lewis (CA) Allard $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Technology Collaboration for Aerospace Engineering Programs Lampson $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Texas Microfactory Hutchison $3,500,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

RDTE,N Theater Undersea Warfare Initiative (TUSW) Akaka, Inouye $3,200,000 

RDTE,N Tomahawk Weapons Control System Sestak Casey, Specter $1,280,000 

RDTE,N Total Ship Training System (TSTS) Support System Moran (VA) $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Tractable Durable Net Complex Shaped Body and Extremity Armor Wamp $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Transformational Satellite Communications (TSAT) upgrade to Navy Multi-Band 
Terminal (NMT) 

Lowey $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Twinline Thinline Submarine Towed Array Courtney Dodd, Lieberman $3,200,000 

RDTE,N U.S. Navy Mobile Condition Assessment System Pilot Taylor Cochran, Lott $800,000 

RDTE,N U.S. Navy Nuclear Power Plant and Ship Propulsion Shaft Manufacturing Im-
provement Project 

Dent $1,000,000 

RDTE,N U.S. Navy Pandemic Influenza Vaccine Program McHugh, Gillibrand Clinton, Schumer $1,600,000 

RDTE,N UGV Mobility & Coordination in Joint Urban/Littoral Environments Carney Specter $800,000 

RDTE,N Ultra Stable Coherent Laser Schiff $800,000 

RDTE,N Ultrasonic Consolidation of Embedded Sensors Dingell Levin, Stabenow $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Underground Coordination of Managed Mesh-networks Visclosky $800,000 

RDTE,N Undersea Launched Missile Study Courtney, Langevin, Scott (VA) Dodd, Lieberman, Reed $5,000,000 

RDTE,N Undersea Perimeter Security Integrated Defense Environment Kennedy Reed $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Underwater Acoustic Imaging for Maritime Domain Awareness Young (FL) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Unique Identification of Tangible Items Wicker Cochran $8,500,000 

RDTE,N Universal Description, Discovery and Integration Conrad, Dorgan $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Fuel Cell Power Source Higgins Clinton, Schumer $2,000,000 

RDTE,N Unmanned Air Systems ?Open Architecture? Migration Porter, Hoyer Mikulski, Reid $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Unmanned Aircraft Systems Optimization Technologies Byrd $2,800,000 

RDTE,N Unmanned Force Augmentation System Burgess, Marchant, Sessions $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Upward Looking Sonar (ULS) Tiahrt $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Urban Operations Environmental Lab Brownback, Roberts $4,000,000 

RDTE,N USMC Logistics Analysis and Optimization Bishop (GA) $1,200,000 

RDTE,N Validation of Prognostic and Health Management Systems Doolittle $2,500,000 

RDTE,N Vertical Lift Center of Excellence—Institute of Maintenance, Science and Tech-
nology 

Jones (NC) Dole $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Virtual Clinical Learning Lab and Center of Excellence Ortiz $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Virtual Onboard Analyst (VIRONA) for Multi-Sensor Mine Detection Akaka, Inouye $1,000,000 

RDTE,N VisualDx Image-Based Real-Time Clinical Decision Support Slaughter $2,400,000 

RDTE,N Warfighter Rapid Awareness Processing Technology for Distributed Operations Akaka $3,000,000 

RDTE,N Wide Area Sensor for Force Protection Targeting Calvert $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Wide-Band Gap Semiconductor Materials Levin, Stabenow $1,600,000 

RDTE,N Wireless Imaging and Sensor Network Davis (CA) $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Wireless Maritime Inspection System Shuster Casey $1,000,000 

RDTE,N Wireless Sensors for Navy Aircraft Leahy $1,600,000 

SCN AGS Pallets McConnell $3,840,000 

WP,N ABL Facility Restoration Program Byrd $54,000,000 

WP,N Destroyer Modernization Weapons McConnell $8,000,000 

WP,N Coyote GQM-163A Supersonic Sea-Skimming Target Tiahrt $1,000,000 
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DEFENSE—Continued 

Account Project Name 
Requesting Member 

Amount 
House Senate 

WP,N MK 54 Torpedo Test Hardware Dicks $1,600,000 

WP,N MK-30 Mod2 Anti-Submarine Warfare Training System Shea-Porter Gregg, Sununu, Kennedy $1,600,000 

WP,N Mk-48 ADCAP Torpedo Critical Component Production Restart Dicks, Inslee $3,200,000 

WTCV,A Watervliet—Arsenal Support Program Clinton, Schumer $9,600,000 

WTCV,A Base Security System Rogers (MI) Levin $1,600,000 

WTCV,A Combat Vehicle and Automotive Advanced Technology for the Antiballistic Wind-
shield Armor Project 

Clyburn $2,000,000 

WTCV,A Rock Island Arsenal—Arsenal Support Program Hare Durbin, Grassley, Harkin, Obama $11,500,000 

WTCV,A USASOC M9 9mm Pistol Hoyer Cardin, Mikulski 

* DHP Bone Marrow Failure Disorder Research Matsui $1,000,000 

* DHP Children’s Hospital Integrated Patient Electronic Records System (CHIPERS) Lee $1,000,000 

* DHP Riverside General Hospital Program for the Treatment of Post Traumatic Stress 
Disorder 

Jackson-Lee $1,000,000 

* DHP Warrior Transition Unit Support for the 4/25th Airborne Brigade Combat Team Stevens $2,000,000 

* GP United States Olympic Committee (USOC) Paralympic Military Program Langevin, Kennedy $5,000,000 

* OM,A Warrior Transition Unit Support for the 4/25th Airborne Brigade Combat Team Stevens $1,000,000 

* OM,DW First Tee Clyburn $3,000,000 

* OM,DW Special Operations Forces Tele-Training Systems (SOFTS) Walsh $1,000,000 

* OP,A America’s Future Soldier Trainer Acquisition Program Lampson, Boyd $2,000,000 

* P,DW Tactical Local Area Network (TACLAN) for SOCOM Carter $2,000,000 

* RDTE,A Advanced Composite Armor for Force Protection Coble $3,000,000 

* RDTE,A Advanced Wireless Technologies Sestak, Ackerman Casey, Clinton, Schumer $500,000 

* RDTE,A Combat Wound Initiative at Walter Reed Army Medical Center Kennedy Reed $2,000,000 

* RDTE,A Integrated Vehicle Health Monitoring System for UAVs Kuhl Clinton, Schumer $4,000,000 

* RDTE,A Maine Institute for Human Genetics Michaud $500,000 

* RDTE,A Nano-enabled Ultra High Storage Density Non-volatile Memory for Next Genera-
tion Commander?s Digital 

Doggett $1,000,000 

* RDTE,A Targeted Radiation Therapy for Cancer Initiative Smith (WA) Cantwell, Murray $1,000,000 

* RDTE,A University of Kentucky Robotic Surgery Research Chandler $2,000,000 

* RDTE,A University of Kentucky Tissue Repair Research Chandler $1,000,000 

* RDTE,DW Buoyancy Assisted Lift Air Vehicle Sherman $2,000,000 

* RDTE,DW Historically Black Colleges and Universities Cummings Landrieu $20,000,000 

* RDTE,N Hampton University Cancer Treatment Initiative Scott (VA) $1,000,000 

* RDTE,N Low Cost—Laser Module Assembly for the Navy?s Acoustic Sensors (LC-LMA) Sestak Casey $1,000,000 

* RDTE,N Remote Controlled Surveillance Sonar System (RCSSS) Hodes Sununu $1,000,000 

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS 

The total new budget (obligational) au-
thority for the fiscal year 2008 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com-
parisons to the fiscal year 2007 amount, the 
2008 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 2008 follow: 

[In thousands of dollars] 

New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
2007 ................................. $573,493,020 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 2008 1 .............. 639,100,933 

House bill, fiscal year 2008 448,673,495 

Senate bill, fiscal year 2008 452,467,500 

Conference agreement, fis-
cal year 2008 .................... 460,303,497 

Conference agreement 
compared with: 

New budget 
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2007 ...... ¥113,189,523 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2008 ...... ¥178,797,436 

House bill, fiscal year 
2008 .............................. +11,630,002 

Senate bill, fiscal year 
2008 .............................. +7,835,997 

1 Includes FY 08 Global War on Terror supple-
mental funding request 

DIVISION B—FURTHER CONTINUING 
APPROPRIATIONS, 2008 

Division B of the conference agreement 
makes further continuing appropriations for 
fiscal year 2008. No comparable provisions 
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were included in the House or Senate 
versions of H.R. 3222. 

In particular, division B amends the first 
fiscal year 2008 continuing resolution (Public 
Law 110–92) to extend its general expiration 
date to December 14, 2007 and to add addi-
tional provisions as follows. (In the following 
discussion, the section numbers cited refer 
to sections of Public Law 110–92 as they 
would be added by the conference agree-
ment.) 

New section 151 of the continuing resolu-
tion (as added by the conference agreement) 
extends authority through the general ter-
mination date of the continuing resolution 
for the National Dairy Promotion and Re-
search Board (which is funded through pro-
ducer assessments) to expend funds for for-
eign market development. 

Section 152 provides an operating rate 
under the continuing resolution of 
$1,025,398,000 for the Census Bureau’s Peri-
odic Censuses and Programs account, in 
order to accommodate contracts and activi-
ties needed to be undertaken now to stay on 
schedule for 2010 decennial census and the 
economic censuses. 

Section 153 provides an emergency designa-
tion for funds available under the first con-
tinuing resolution for the Department of De-
fense and that are not subsumed into the 
regular fiscal year 2008 Defense Appropria-
tions Act. 

Section 154 appropriates funds for the tra-
ditional payment to the heirs of the late 
Representative Jo Ann Davis. 

Section 155 provides operating rates under 
the continuing resolution equal to the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2008 budget request for ac-
counts within the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

Section 156 extends, through the general 
termination date of the continuing resolu-
tion, a provision of law limiting liability of 
air carriers for claims arising out of acts of 
terrorism. This provision was last extended 
by the fiscal year 2007 full-year continuing 
resolution and expired on September 30. It 
has been proposed to be extended in the 
House-passed and Senate Committee-re-
ported FAA authorization bills. ’ 

Section 157 makes a $500,000,000 emergency 
appropriation to the Forest Service and the 
Bureau of Land Management for emergency 
wildland fire suppression, wildfire risk re-
duction, reconstruction, and recovery activi-
ties in response to the catastrophic wildfire 
season of 2007. The conferees have included 
funds to repay other program funds borrowed 
during fiscal year 2007 to fund emergency 
wildfire suppression activities, provide addi-
tional suppression resources to offset the 
cost of fighting the devastating Southern 
California wildfires, and fund critical haz-
ardous fuels and rehabilitation activities. 
The conferees direct the agencies and their 
partners to allocate hazardous fuels and 
mitigation funding to areas that face the 
greatest risk from wildfires as a result of 
population densities and excessive fuel loads. 
Funding has also been provided for urgently 
needed fire risk reduction projects on State 
and private lands using all authorities, avail-
able to the Forest Service. Rehabilitation 
funds shall be allocated to areas that face 
the greatest emergency stabilization and wa-
tershed protection needs based on values at 
risk. 

Section 158 makes a $2,900,000,000 emer-
gency appropriation to the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency: disaster relief 
fund, to provide the additional amounts esti-
mated by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to be needed for continued and antici-
pated disaster response and relief efforts for 
fiscal year 2008. 

Section 159 makes a $3,000,000,000 emer-
gency appropriation to the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development’s Commu-
nity Development Fund solely to alleviate a 
shortfall in the ‘‘Road Home’’ program to as-
sist people whose homes were damaged by 
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita. These amounts 
would be used exclusively to fund eligible 
claims, for the homeowners’ program in Lou-
isiana that were submitted by the program 
deadline but not covered by current program 
funding. 

COMPLIANCE WITH RULE XXI, CI. 9 (HOUSE) 
AND WITH RULE XLIV (SENATE) 

The following statement is submitted in 
compliance with clause 9 of rule XXI of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives and 
rule XLIV of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, which require publication of a list of 
congressionally directed spending items 
(Senate), congressional earmarks (House), 
limited tax benefits, and limited tariff bene-
fits included in the conference report, or in 
the joint statement of managers accom-
panying the conference report, including the 
name of each Senator, House Member, Dele-
gate, or Resident Commissioner who sub-
mitted a request to the Committee of juris-
diction for each item so identified. Neither 
the conference report nor the statement of 
managers for this division contains any con-
gressionally directed spending items (as de-
fined in the Senate rule) congressional ear-
marks (as defined in the House rule), limited 
tax benefits or limited tariff benefits as de-
fined in the applicable House and Senate 
rules. 

The following statement is submitted in 
compliance with House Resolution 491, which 
requires a listing of congressional earmarks 
in the conference report or joint statement 
of managers that were not committed to the 
committee of conference by either House, 
not in a report on a bill committed to con-
ference, and not in a Senate committee re-
port on a companion measure. Neither the 
conference report nor the statement of man-
agers for this division contains any congres-
sionally directed spending items (as defined 
in the Senate rule) or congressional ear-
marks (as defined in the House rule). 

JOHN P. MURTHA, 
NORMAN D. DICKS, 
PETER J. VISCLOSKY, 
JAMES P. MORAN, 
MARCH KAPTUR, 
BUD CRAMER, 
ALLEN BOYD, 
STEVEN R. ROTHMAN, 
SANFORD D. BISHOP, Jr., 
DAVID OBEY, 
BILL YOUNG, 
DAVE HOBSON, 
P. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
TODD TIAHRT, 
ROGER F. WICKER, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
TOM HARKIN, 
BYRON L. DORGAN, 
DICK DURBIN, 
DIANNE FEINSTEIN, 
BARBARA A. MIKULSKI, 
HERB KOHL, 
PATTY MURRAY, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 3043, 
DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR, 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, 
AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 
Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, pursuant 

to House Resolution 794, I call up the 

conference report on the bill (H.R. 3043) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human 
Services, and Education, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 

TAUSCHER). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 794, the conference report is con-
sidered read. 

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of 
November 5, 2007, at page H12486.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
WALSH) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude tabular and extraneous material 
on the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 3043. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself 30 seconds. 
I think everyone understands what 

the legislation is before us, and I urge 
adoption of the conference report. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I thank my chairman, Mr. OBEY, for 
the hard work, the energy and the 
thought that went into this bill, and 
both the minority and the majority 
staff for the hard work that they did in 
preparing us for the culmination of 
this work. 

But I have to say, Madam Speaker, 
as someone who supported both of 
these bills that are contained in this 
conference report before us, I must 
admit to no small measure of frustra-
tion and disappointment with respect 
to where we stand today. I’m dis-
appointed because this exercise em-
bodies what is wrong with Washington. 

By lancing these two bills together, 
we ensure a Presidential veto of both. 
By combining these bills, it makes cer-
tain that neither will advance in a 
timely fashion. And tying them to-
gether guarantees that we will further 
delay vital and noncontroversial spend-
ing for our veterans; funding to provide 
our wounded warriors needed health 
care; funding to reduce the backlog in 
the processing of claims benefits; and 
funding to invest in our veterans hos-
pitals and defense facilities, both here 
at home and abroad. 

I’ve said over and over, I can’t figure 
out how anyone thinks that holding 
the veterans funding, which we all sup-
port, hostage to a bill that is going to 
be vetoed is good public policy. The 
fact is, everyone knows it’s not good 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13184 November 6, 2007 
public policy; and, frankly, it’s not 
even good politics. As former Appro-
priations Committee Chairman Bill 
Young asked, Give me one good govern-
ment reason why joining these two 
bills makes sense. 

I supported both the Labor-HHS and 
the Military Construction-Veterans 
Appropriations bills when they came to 
the House earlier this year. I think 
they’re both good bills, and they’re 
both well designed by the chairmen and 
the ranking members. 

Chairman OBEY and I have worked 
shoulder to shoulder on the Labor-HHS 
bill for several months now, and I am 
satisfied with this bill as it has been 
produced over the last several weeks. I 
think it is a fair compromise. Knowing 
the President is not going to sign the 
bill, I am optimistic that he will nego-
tiate with us in good faith in the com-
ing weeks so that we can produce a 
final product that he can sign and we 
can pass that preserves the important 
bipartisan priorities this legislation 
seeks to address. 

I am incredibly disappointed that 
leaders of this committee have been 
forced to yield to the political whims 
and flippant strategies of party leaders 
advancing this needless game of par-
tisan one-upmanship. 

Appropriations has always been a 
committee of principle, a committee of 
good governance. Appropriators have 
traditionally cast aside politics for pol-
icy. Tonight, Madam Speaker, this 
committee has become the primary 
sponsor of a partisan stand-off, and 
that’s a shame. 

My constituents sent me here to de-
velop good policy. They sent me here 
to do the right thing. And the fact is 
that delaying vital funding for our vet-
erans is not the right thing. 

I regret that we’re here discussing 
this. I regret that we haven’t seen the 
Military Construction-Veterans bill go 
to the White House. It’s a bill that 
could have been sent a month ago. 

If the Senate sends the Labor-HHS 
bill back to us as a stand-alone con-
ference report, I will vote for it. As im-
portantly, I will be among the first to 
vote for a stand-alone Military Con-
struction-Veterans conference report 
as soon as the House decides to appoint 
conferees, but the process that has 
been used to bring us to this point 
leaves a very bad taste in my mouth. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 7 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS), 
chairman of the Military Sub-
committee. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, let 
me first respond to my colleague and 
friend, the last speaker, who is highly 
critical of Democrats having the gall 
to combine the VA appropriation bill 
with another bill. I must say, if that is 
a crime, then some of my Republican 
colleagues would be serving a life sen-
tence, because in 2003, 2004, 2005 and 
2006 they did exactly what they’re 

criticizing tonight. They put the VA 
appropriation bill in other bills. And 
oh, by the way, they forgot to tell you, 
as they criticize us tonight for being 1 
month late in passing the VA appro-
priation bill after Democrats have al-
ready led the charge to add $5.2 billion 
for veterans health care and benefits 
programs, they forgot to tell you they 
didn’t pass a VA appropriation bill at 
all last year, not one month late, not 
two months late, not three months 
late, not four months late. They just 
simply didn’t do it at all. 

So I think it would be fair for an ob-
jective person to raise a question of 
credibility when some in this House 
say one thing and do another. And by 
the way, when they talk about how, 
under Democratic leadership, we’re 
late, just over a month now, in passing 
the appropriation bill, they conven-
iently seem to forget, I call it ‘‘politi-
cally convenient memory,’’ maybe I 
should call it ‘‘politically convenient 
loss of memory,’’ they forget to say the 
last time under a Republican leader-
ship they passed a VA appropriation 
bill on time wasn’t 2005 or 2004 or 2003 
or 2002 or 2001. It was 1996. 

But let’s talk about the substance of 
this bill under the new leadership in 
Congress, because that’s what this de-
bate is all about. And I’m proud of that 
substance. 

This conference report sends a clear 
message to America’s servicemen and 
women, their families, and our vet-
erans that a grateful Nation deeply re-
spects their service and sacrifice. This 
bill says to all who have served in uni-
form, just as you have kept your prom-
ise to our country, we intend to keep 
our promise to you. 

For our veterans, this is a historic 
bill under Democratic leadership, with-
out precedent. We increase VA discre-
tionary spending by $6.6 billion, which 
is $3.7 billion above the President’s re-
quest. 

This bill represents the largest single 
increase in VA discretionary and 
health care funding in the 77-year his-
tory of the Veterans Administration, 
and our veterans have earned every 
dime through their service and sac-
rifice for our Nation. 

What this bill means, this bill crafted 
under Democratic leadership, to our 
veterans is this: more doctors and 
nurses for improved medical care, 
shorter waiting times for doctors ap-
pointments. It means case managers 
for Iraq war veterans with traumatic 
combat wounds. For those suffering 
from combat-related PTSD and mental 
health care issues, it means better and 
more timely services. For members of 
the National Guard and Reserve forces 
in rural areas, it means quality health 
care closer to home. And for many of 
the 2,000 homeless veterans on the 
streets of our Nation tonight, this bill 
means the dignity of housing and hope 
for the future. 

Let me mention seven major initia-
tives in this bill, Madam Speaker. 
First, we increase VA health care fund-

ing by $5.3 billion above last year’s lev-
els. It bears repeating this is the larg-
est single increase in VA health care 
funding in our Nation’s history. 
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When combined with the fiscal year 
2000 continuing resolution passed under 
Democratic leadership and the 2007 
Iraq supplemental bill passed earlier 
this year, listen to this my colleagues, 
this new Congress in less than 12 
months under new leadership will have 
added $10.2 billion to improve millions 
of veterans’ health care, and $11 billion 
in increase in VA discretionary spend-
ing, which includes health care and 
benefits. 

For the first time in the 21-year his-
tory of the veterans service organiza-
tions independent budget, led by the 
DAV, the VFW, AMVETS and Para-
lyzed Veterans of America and 52 other 
organizations, under Democratic lead-
ership we meet and exceed the inde-
pendent budget to the Veterans Health 
Administration, the first time, and will 
require no less than $2.9 billion be in-
vested in PTSD and mental health care 
treatment for veterans. 

Our second initiative, and this is im-
portant, we had 1,800 new VA case-
workers to reduce unacceptable wait-
ing times for VA benefits, waiting 
times that are averaging 6 months. 
Many of those veterans are combat 
wounded. 

A third initiative, for the first time 
since 1979 when gasoline prices were 90 
cents a gallon, we increased the mile-
age reimbursement for veterans from 
11 cents to 281⁄2 cents. That is $78 more 
for a 400-mile round trip for a veteran 
to get the care he or she needs at a VA 
hospital. It may not be a lot of money 
to some, but to many of our Nation’s 
veterans it might mean the difference 
between making that trip or not. 

Fourth, for the first time in 5 years, 
we fund a real increase after inflation 
in VA medical research. That research 
will help millions of America’s vet-
erans live better, longer lives. 

Fifth, we increase VA construction 
by $870 million. Why? Because we want 
to ensure that not one veteran, not 
one, ever has to live with the indignity 
that many of our Army soldiers had to 
face at Walter Reed Hospital Annex 18. 

Six, under Democratic leadership, we 
recognize that our military spouses 
and children are truly the unsung he-
roes and heroines of our Nation’s de-
fense. They may not wear our Nation’s 
uniform, but they sacrifice and serve 
every day. We take a new initiative, 
the military family initiative, in this 
bill, that I wish my Republican col-
leagues would join with us in voting for 
tonight, provide $130 million for 16 new 
day care centers to help 3,500 military 
children get the day care they need. 

Seven, we fund $2.8 billion to con-
tinue growing the active Army and the 
Marines so that our Marines and Army 
soldiers can spend more time at home 
with the families they love and less 
time deployed overseas. 
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We spend $21.5 billion in military 

construction, support operations, 
training, quality of life improvements 
for our service men and women. This is 

a $5.2 billion increase over fiscal year 
2007. The DAV, one of America’s most 
respected veterans organizations, urges 
this House to vote for this bill. Our 

veterans, our service men and women 
deserve that vote tonight. 
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Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in an attempt 
to set the record straight with respect 
to recent history of funding for these 
important veterans programs. Certain 
speakers over the past several days 
have made statements that have, in 
the least, inferred that the manner in 
which we are being asked to vote for 
the veterans portion of this package 
before us is consistent with past prac-
tice. This is simply not the case. 

The facts of the matter are these: In 
7 of 12 years of previous Republican 
control, funding for veterans was ap-
proved in stand-alone bills. In five of 
those cases, the conference report con-
taining veterans funding was approved 
in September or October. In one case, 
the conference report was approved on 
November 8, and another was approved 
on November 18. 

In 4 of the remaining 5 years, vet-
erans funding was included in multiple 
omnibus bills. But in all but one of 
these cases, the House had approved 
the stand-alone veterans bill. In all but 
two cases, the Senate passed a stand- 
alone bill. In one case, fiscal year 2003, 
the election year in which the Senate 
switched its majority, neither body ap-
proved a stand-alone bill. 

In every one of these 4 years, the om-
nibus bill that was finally approved 
was both fiscally responsible and nego-
tiated openly by the House and the 
Senate bodies with full awareness and 
agreement of the executive branch. In 
the final circumstance, last year, the 
House approved a veterans bill before 
the beginning of the fiscal year and 
waited until the day before Congress 
adjourned for the Senate to appoint 
conferees. 

Unfortunately, such appointment oc-
curred too late to act. As we saw, when 
we had the majority in the House, 
there was a tremendous amount of 
frustration with the other body in clos-
ing some of these conferences out. I 
suspect my good friends on the other 
side of the aisle are experiencing simi-
lar frustration this evening. 

Although funding for our veterans 
has found its way to these deserving 
Americans in more than one manner, 
the real point here is that not once in 
the past 12 years or even before that, as 
far as I am aware, has such funding for 
veterans been placed in jeopardy in the 
manner that it is being placed tonight. 
Never has it been paired with a bill 
that everyone is certain will be vetoed. 
Never has it been used as a pawn to 
force the President to choose veterans 
over other programs, no matter how 
important they may be. 

Madam Speaker, as many of my 
friends are wont to say, people are en-
titled to their own opinions but not to 
their own facts. In the debate regard-
ing the funding for our veterans, it is 
particularly important that the facts 
are not distorted for political purposes. 

VETERANS FUNDING HISTORY UNDER 
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSES 

FY 1996: Stand alone VA–HUD conference 
report passed in December. Subsequently ve-
toed, and wrapped into an Omnibus which 
passed the following Spring (4/25/96). House 
passed conference report 12/7/95. Senate 
passed conference report 12/14/95. President 
vetoed conference report 12/18/95. Enacted as 
part of the Omnibus 4/25/96. 

FY 1997: Stand alone VA–HUD conference 
report enacted before the end of the fiscal 
year (9/26/06). House passed conference report 
9/24/96. Senate passed conference report 9/25/ 
96. President signed conference report 9/26/96. 

FY 1998: Stand alone VA–HUD conference 
report enacted in October (10/27/97). House 
passed conference report 10/8/97. Senate 
passed conference report 10/9/97. President 
signed conference report 10/27/97. 

FY 1999: Stand alone VA–HUD conference 
report enacted in October (10/21/98). House 
passed conference report 10/6/98. Senate 
passed conference report 10/8/98. President 
signed conference report 10/21/98. 

FY 2000: Stand alone VA–HUD conference 
report enacted in October (10/20/99). House 
passed conference report 10/14/99. Senate 
passed conference report 10/15/99. President 
signed conference report 10/20/99. 

FY 2001: VA–HUD conference report en-
acted in October with the Energy and Water 
attached (10/27/00). Energy and Water con-
ference was previously vetoed and the re-
vised E&W agreement was included within 
the VA–HUD conference agreement. House 
passed conference report 10/19/00. Senate 
passed conference report 10/19/00. President 
signed conference report 10/27/00. 

FY 2002: Stand alone VA–HUD conference 
report enacted in November (11/26/01). House 
passed conference report 11/8/01. Senate 
passed conference report 11/8/01. President 
signed conference report 11/26/01. 

FY 2003: Neither the House nor Senate 
passed a VA–HUD bill (nor did they pass 9 
other appropriations bills). This was the year 
the Senate changed parties in the 2002 elec-
tion. The omnibus which was enacted in Feb-
ruary 2003 contained 11 of the 13 appropria-
tions bills. House passed omnibus conference 
report 2/13/03. Senate passed omnibus con-
ference report 2/13/03. President signed omni-
bus conference report 2/13/03. 

FY 2004: Senate did not pass the VA–HUD 
bill until November 18, 2003. The bill was 
wrapped into an omnibus conference report 
which was filed one week after Senate pas-
sage (11/25/03) that included 7 of 13 appropria-
tions bills. 

The House passed the omnibus in Decem-
ber (12/8/03), however a filibuster in the Sen-
ate delayed passage of the omnibus con-
ference report until January (1/22/04) and the 
omnibus was enacted the next day (1/23/04). 
House passed omnibus conference report 12/ 
08/03. Senate passed omnibus conference re-
port 1/22/04. President signed omnibus con-
ference report 1/23/04. 

FY 2005: Senate never passed the VA–HUD 
bill. The bill was wrapped into an omnibus 
which contained 9 of the 13 appropriations 
bills. The omnibus conference report was en-
acted in December (12/8/04). House passed om-
nibus conference report 11/20/04. Senate 
passed omnibus conference report 11/20/04. 
President signed omnibus conference report 
12/08/04. 

FY 2006: Stand alone Military Quality of 
Life–VA conference report enacted in No-
vember (11/30/05). House passed conference re-
port 11/18/05. Senate passed conference report 
11/18/05. President signed conference report 
11/30/06. 

FY 2007: Senate did not pass the Military 
Quality of Life–VA bill until November (11/14/ 
06) and did not appoint conferees until De-

cember (12/06/06) due to objections over ear-
marks. The bill was wrapped into an omni-
bus continuing resolution enacted in Feb-
ruary 2007 (2/15/07) which contained 9 of the 11 
appropriations bills. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 15 
seconds to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, 
facts are a stubborn thing. These are 
the facts. In the last 5 years under Re-
publican leadership, only one time, 
only one time under Republican House 
leadership did they send a VA appro-
priation bill to the President as a free- 
standing bill. And in one of those 5 
years, they didn’t send any bills at all. 
Those are the facts. 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam 
Speaker, at this time, I yield 4 minutes 
to the member of the subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
WELDON). 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

I rise to say while I am pleased with 
many of the provisions in this bill, and 
I certainly want to commend the chair-
man particularly for a hard-fought ne-
gotiation with the other body on the 
issue of getting a toxic substance, mer-
cury, out of the injections that we give 
little babies, I have to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this conference report. I want to make 
very clear that there is an important, I 
think, distinction. There has been a lot 
of discussion back and forth about how 
we had combined appropriations bills 
in the past as the majority is doing 
today. At least my recollection of the 
facts in the past, we were forced to 
combine appropriations bills typically 
because there was a problem getting 
these bills through the other body be-
cause they wanted more spending and 
we wanted less spending. 

The purpose of the combination here 
tonight is to achieve more spending. 
Now, I saw a poll recently, and it truly 
amazed me, if you asked the American 
people a question, do you think the 
Federal Government taxes and spends 
too much, you get about 85 percent of 
Americans agree with that statement. 
Indeed, a majority of Democrats feel 
that we tax and spend too much. This 
bill increases spending $21.2 billion 
over last year. 

Now, the majority has been very 
quick to point out this is less than 
what we will spend in 2 months in Iraq 
and Afghanistan as if we can’t deal 
with those problems and we can walk 
away from them. I think we have all 
agreed in this body, we have to try to 
see the war on terror and the chal-
lenges we have there through. But the 
important point with those conflicts is 
they will some day end; whereas, the 
money that is going in this bill will be 
incorporated in the baseline, and next 
year, all of these dollars will be in-
creased another, I don’t know, what, 3, 
4, 5 percent. Depending on how you do 
the calculations, this $21 billion of in-
creased spending could be $200 billion 
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in 7 years, 10 years, and in my opinion, 
we have a responsibility to make tough 
decisions. And this bill is an attempt 
to achieve additional spending over and 
above the President’s request. In my 
opinion, it just goes too far. 

I also want to just mention one other 
item. There are a lot of items in this 
bill. We cut the Department of Labor 20 
percent that oversees our unions. When 
I first got on this committee, I have to 
say, I was shocked to see the loose de-
gree of regulation and oversight that 
we have. The unions have to file a doc-
ument called an LM–2, which details 
all their spending. And I saw a docu-
ment from one union. It was a big 
union. They had taken in about $78 
million. It was one page on one side. 
The reason it had gotten so bad is be-
cause, under the previous administra-
tion, oversight had been very, very lax. 
And this administration, because it is 
the union workers’ money, and how it 
gets spent needs to be monitored be-
cause sometimes it is abused, and it is 
funneled into political operations inap-
propriately, this bill reduces that level 
of oversight. Now, I think that is tak-
ing us in a wrong direction. 

While there are a lot of features in 
this bill I think are good, I am forced 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on the conference report. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished Speaker of 
the House. 

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
thank him for his leadership in bring-
ing this important legislation to the 
floor. I commend Chairman OBEY for 
his leadership of the Appropriations 
Committee, particularly on the Labor, 
Health and Human Services and Edu-
cation Subcommittee on which I had 
the privilege to serve for a number of 
years. I commend the chairman of the 
Veterans Quality of Life Sub-
committee, Mr. EDWARDS, for his ex-
traordinary leadership on behalf of 
America’s veterans. 

Everyone who wants to honor our 
promises to our veterans, everyone who 
salutes their service to our country 
owes a deep debt of gratitude to you, 
Mr. EDWARDS, for your extraordinary 
leadership. 

Madam Speaker, our national budget 
should be a statement of our national 
values. The legislation that we debate 
here today invests in America’s correct 
priorities. It includes the largest in-
crease in veterans benefits in the 77- 
year history of the Veterans Adminis-
tration, and potentially life-saving bio-
medical research, and it does it all in a 
fiscally sound way. 

Madam Speaker, I have a long speech 
this evening. But in the interest of 
time, I am going to submit it for the 
RECORD and just say two things, be-
cause the main focus of this legislation 
is on our veterans and the other is on 
the investments made by the Labor, 
Health and Human Services and Edu-
cation Subcommittee. 

In the military, it is said that we 
leave no soldier behind on the battle-

field, and when they come home, we 
promise here in this House that we will 
leave no veteran behind. This legisla-
tion fulfills that promise to our vet-
erans. The President has said that he 
will perhaps veto this bill. I hope that 
he will have a change of heart and a 
change of mind in that regard because 
those who care about our veterans, and 
I believe that includes everyone, I 
know everyone in this Chamber and in 
the Senate, in the Congress and in the 
country wants them to have what they 
have earned and what they deserve. 

In terms of the other aspects of the 
bill, I bring to the floor some deep con-
cerns about the priorities that the 
President is criticizing in this bill. The 
President says he will veto any bill 
that is $1 more than what he has asked 
for in his budget. In this bill, we have 
$1.4 billion more for the National Insti-
tutes of Health. That isn’t even enough 
to meet their needs, to meet the re-
quests for grants that they have in any 
responsible way. But it is $1.4 billion 
more than what the President requests. 
And I can’t help but juxtaposition the 
war in Iraq with this budget today. In 
the war in Iraq, we spend about 10, $12 
billion a month, some of it unac-
counted for, some of it in no-bid con-
tracts, some of it in no-performance 
contracts, some of it the money has 
just disappeared. Democrats, in taking 
over the majority, have tried to hold 
the administration accountable. What 
we are finding is that it is hard to find 
some of that money. At the same time, 
consider this. As the President is 
spending 10 to $12 billion a month in 
Iraq, we spend 5 billion, $51⁄2 billion a 
year on cancer research. 
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In America, 550,000 people die of can-
cer each year. That doesn’t count those 
who are diagnosed, those who are suf-
fering with; I am just talking about 
550,000 people who die of cancer. 
Wouldn’t it be better for us to invest 
more money? Say we doubled the bio-
medical research for cancer research 
from $5.5 billion to $10 billion or $11 bil-
lion in a year. Think of the return that 
that could be in scientific advance-
ment. We know the scientific oppor-
tunity is there. 

The heads of the National Institutes 
of Health, the National Cancer Insti-
tute, the Centers for Disease Control, 
all the entities of government that deal 
with the health of the American people 
want more investments in their budg-
ets; and yet their boss, the President of 
the United States, who has appointed 
them, has dismissed their professional 
judgment on these issues, and not only 
failed to fund, but threatened to veto if 
we in Congress try to meet those needs. 

Across America, almost every family, 
certainly probably every family in this 
body, has been affected by cancer, Alz-
heimer’s, Parkinson’s, diabetes, HIV/ 
AIDS, you name it, the list goes on, all 
of which would benefit by a bigger, 
more robust investment in basic bio-
medical research in the budget of the 

National Institutes of Health. So that 
is why this bill is so important, be-
cause it directly relates to health and 
well-being of the American people and 
it directly relates to our national secu-
rity and how we honor our commit-
ment and our promises to our veterans. 

I wish the President were here, and I 
wish the rules of this House would 
allow us to address him directly be-
cause it’s a mystery to me and I won-
der how anyone who might consider 
our national budget a statement of our 
national values could possibly say that 
although I know that hundreds of thou-
sands of people in this country are 
dying of cancer, and although I know 
that scientific opportunity exists that 
we are ignoring. We have a moral re-
sponsibility to fund that opportunity, 
that scientific opportunity, but which 
we are ignoring by the President’s call 
for a veto. How do you justify that? 

So, my colleagues, I think it is really 
important that we send a message to 
the President in the only way that the 
rules allow us to do in this House, and 
that is to send it with this bill to the 
President’s desk with a very, very 
strong vote, a vote for the health and 
well-being of the American people. How 
do you explain to your constituents 
that we cannot afford to find cures for 
cancer, Alzheimer’s, diabetes, as I said, 
and the list goes on, but we can afford 
to spend $1 trillion in Iraq, much of it 
unaccounted for, and do that all at the 
same time? 

I urge my colleagues to think about 
your friends, think about your neigh-
bors, think about your families, think 
about your own responsibility to a 
healthy America when you make this 
vote, because you can make all the dif-
ference in the world. I think that we 
should vote as if the lives of our con-
stituents depended upon this vote, be-
cause they certainly do. With that, I 
urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this important 
legislation and once again commend 
the presenters of this legislation for 
their great leadership. 

Our budget is a statement of our values. 
The legislation we debate today invests in 

American priorities: it includes the largest in-
crease in veterans spending in the 77-year 
history of the VA, and potentially lifesaving 
medical research, and it does so in a fiscally 
responsible way. 

These bills have passed the House and 
Senate with the strong bipartisan majorities 
they deserve. 

The President has said he will veto these 
bills. But allow me to make the case that 
these are investments that are necessary and 
right. 

The Labor-HHS spending bill has been his-
torically called the ‘‘People’s Bill.’’ It is where 
Congress addresses the aspirations of the 
American people: the economic security of 
their families, the health and well being of their 
families, and the education of their children. 

Today, this bill is once again the ‘‘People’s 
Bill.’’ 

This is because it makes crucial invest-
ments in the health of all Americans: every 
dollar spent on NIH research is returned to us 
manifold: in improved quality of life and mil-
lions of lives saved. 
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We should be proud that NIH supported re-

searchers have made the United States the 
world leader in biomedical and behavioral re-
search, creating thousands of jobs and new 
businesses in the process. 

But in order to build upon past scientific 
achievements, address current medical needs, 
and anticipate future health challenges, we 
must make investments today. 

We stand today on the precipice of count-
less scientific breakthroughs. For example, 
mapping of the human genome has greatly 
advanced our knowledge about the links be-
tween genetics and diseases. 

Scientists are working right now to identify 
genetic changes that increase and decrease 
risk for cancer, to determine patterns of pro-
tein markers for very early detection of cancer, 
and to better treat and cure the disease. 

By funding these critical investments, we 
can declare a national war on cancer—a dis-
ease that kills 550,000 Americans a year. 

In my hometown, NIH is funding cutting 
edge research at the San Francisco VA Med-
ical Center on the health of our veterans. 
Right now, scientists are breaking new ground 
in the diagnosis, prevention and management 
of disorders such as post-traumatic stress dis-
order, traumatic brain injuries and spinal cord 
injuries that result from combat. 

No group of Americans has stood stronger 
and braver for our Nation than those who 
serve in the Armed Forces. From the bitter 
cold winter at Valley Forge to the boiling hot 
Iraqi terrain, our soldiers have courageously 
answered when called, gone where ordered, 
and defended our Nation with honor. They 
have done everything asked of them. 

How we repay that service speaks volumes 
about our national character. 

I want to thank all of our veterans and mili-
tary service organizations who have long ad-
vocated for the funding contained in this bill. 

I also want to thank Chairman SPRATT, 
Chairman OBEY, and Chairman EDWARDS for 
their leadership and their dedication to those 
who have worn our Nation’s uniform. 

This bill provides $6.6 billion more than last 
year and $3.7 billion more than the President’s 
budget. These are dollars well-invested. 

For example in this bill: 
We provide quality healthcare to 5.8 million 

America veterans, including 263,000 who have 
fought in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

We ensure that the veterans returning from 
Iraq and Afghanistan—one third of whom will 
be suffering from Post Traumatic Stress Dis-
order and 300,000 who are expected to suffer 
from Traumatic Brain Injury—get the best 
treatment possible. We will ensure the poly- 
trauma centers and Centers of Excellence for 
Mental Health and PTSD are fully operational. 

For our veterans living in rural areas, this 
bill will increase the travel reimbursement 
rates for those who travel long distances to 
the nearest VA facility. 

These benefits have been earned. These 
are the benefits our veterans deserve. 

Madam Speaker, on this coming Monday, 
our Nation will honor its veterans with Vet-
erans Day. But in this body, every day should 
be Veterans Day. On the battlefield, the mili-
tary pledges to leave no soldier behind. As a 
Nation, let it be our promise that when they re-
turn home, we leave no veteran behind. 

Today, we are delivering on that promise. 
I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-

tion. 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LEWIS), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Speaker, I appreciate my colleague 
yielding me this time and rise simply 
to say that one of the most important 
things for all of us to recognize on both 
sides of the aisle is that the American 
public is absolutely sick and tired of 
seeing us doing purely partisan battle 
in the name of serving the public. 

Over the years, if there’s an arena 
where we have come together in a to-
tally nonpartisan way, it has been in 
support of our veterans. To hear my 
friend, my colleague from Texas, this 
evening painting veterans affairs pro-
grams in partisan terms, as though 
this is a partisan political game, would 
cause our colleague Sonny Mont-
gomery to turn over in his grave. Abso-
lutely he would find this style unac-
ceptable. 

Our veteran service organizations 
know an awful lot better than we do 
how important it is that we strike a 
nonpartisan tone. In this arena we 
have the opportunity to come together, 
Democrats and Republicans, on behalf 
of the American people. I urge us to get 
back to that pattern that says this is 
not a partisan game. We all, Democrats 
and Republicans, support our veterans. 
The record has already been laid out 
that will make that very, very clear to 
anybody who would but take the time 
to read it. 

Above and beyond that, Madam 
Speaker, it is very likely that this 
package will be vetoed by the Presi-
dent, largely because the President is 
trying to strike a tone which says you 
don’t solve every problem that faces 
the American public by way of simply 
throwing money at those problems. 
There are those who think that govern-
ment is the only solution and the only 
way to get to an end is by throwing 
mud at the wall and hoping some will 
stick. 

In the arena that involves funda-
mental and basic research leading to 
better health care for all Americans, 
when we played a nonpartisan role, we 
have gotten very, very positive results. 
I think the public recognizes that the 
sooner we can get this House to come 
together and bring our people together, 
the more progress we are going to 
make. It’s long past due that we recog-
nize that we do our best work by going 
to the subcommittee level and setting 
aside partisan politics, knowing full 
well that our Appropriation Committee 
works extremely well with the give- 
and-take and compromise that happens 
at the subcommittee level. Some way 
this year in this House we have gotten 
away from this. If we continue on this 
pattern, I predict that we are going to 
destroy the Appropriations Committee 
as we know it. 

Now, one more thing. The President 
will veto this bill. I predict his veto 

will be sustained. Then this House will 
come back and hopefully in a non-
partisan way, I say to my friend from 
Texas, in a nonpartisan way pass a bill 
that reflects all of our support for 
America’s veterans. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS). 

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, I 
would like to respond to my colleague 
Mr. LEWIS’s comments. He said he 
doesn’t like partisan politics. I agree. 
Let me tell you what is partisan poli-
tics on this bill. Partisan politics is 
having the Republican majority in this 
house for 12 years and not passing a VA 
appropriation bill on time since 1996, 
and then coming to the floor of this 
House on a bill I worked with the Re-
publicans on a bipartisan basis on, 
come to the floor of this House and say 
it is shameful that we are now 1 month 
late in passing a VA appropriation bill, 
while ignoring the fact that under 
Democratic leadership we have already 
added more money for VA health care 
funding and benefits this year, $5.2 bil-
lion, than the Republicans ever passed. 
That is partisan politics. 

I will tell you what partisan politics 
is, Madam Speaker. It is members of 
the Republican Caucus in this House 
coming to this floor and chastising 
Democrats for having the audacity to 
put the VA appropriation bill with an-
other appropriation bill, when the ugly 
fact is they don’t want to admit that in 
four of the last five years they did ex-
actly what they are criticizing tonight. 
Mr. LEWIS, that is what partisan poli-
tics is. 

What is good for veterans is what the 
DAV has said is on this floor tonight, 
what the Disabled American Veterans 
have said should be passed in this 
House. I would urge my Republican col-
leagues to join with us and vote to-
gether on a bipartisan basis for the 
largest increase in the history of VA 
health care funding. 

Democrats promised a new direction 
for veterans, and tonight and all this 
year we have delivered on that prom-
ise. When we came into the majority in 
January of this year, under Republican 
leadership they had frozen VA health 
care funding and our VA hospitals were 
struggling to keep up with care for Iraq 
and Afghanistan war veterans. What 
did we do? We increased VA health care 
and benefits funding by $5.2 billion, and 
then we passed a budget resolution to 
provide an additional $6.6 billion in in-
creased funding for veterans health 
care and for other veterans benefits, in-
cluding benefits to combat wounded 
veterans. I am disappointed that every 
Republican who spoke on the floor to-
night about wanting to support vet-
erans and wanting to be bipartisan 
voted against the budget resolution led 
by Democrats to provide an unprece-
dented increase in veterans spending. 

So, yes, Madam Speaker, there has 
been partisan politics played with this 
bill. But at the end of the debate, I 
hope my colleagues, Republicans and 
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Democrats alike, will listen to the 
words of the Disabled American Vet-
erans and pass what in their words is 
the best bill that has ever been pro-
vided for veterans, the largest increase 
for veterans health care spending in 
our Nation’s history. 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself just a few brief 
moments, but first I would like to ask 
the chairman if he has any additional 
speakers. 

Mr. OBEY. I have one remaining 
speaker—me. 

Mr. WALSH of New York. In that 
case I will wrap up. 

I would just like to express to my 
good friend and colleague, the chair-
man of the Military Construction and 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee, that I 
envy him the ability to say tonight 
that he has provided, his subcommittee 
bill has provided, the greatest increase 
in the history of veterans spending, be-
cause I was able to do that four times 
myself, and it is a great feeling. It is a 
credit to the subcommittee. 

I do believe that is a good bill. I 
think it is just really unfortunate that 
we had to put these two bills together 
and put them both at risk. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin is recognized 
for 181⁄4 minutes. 

Mr. OBEY. First of all, Madam 
Speaker, I will not take the full time, 
but I simply want to rise to thank the 
staff that has helped to put these bills 
together: Cheryl Smith, Sue Quantius, 
Nicole Kunko, Teri Bergman, Andria 
Oliver, Beth Chaney, Rob Nabors, 
David Reich, Kirstin Brost, Lesley 
Turner, John Daniel, Christina Ham-
ilton, Steve Crane, Anne Marie Gold-
smith, Ron Anderson, all the associate 
staff and the staff on both sides of the 
aisle. 

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion to Mr. WALSH. He is a good man 
and I think he understands these issues 
very thoroughly. 

Having said that, I would like to 
spend just a few moments to talk about 
what this debate is really about, be-
cause, so far, it has skirted around the 
edges. 

The fact is that last November the 
public sent two messages to Wash-
ington. The first is that they wanted a 
change in Iraqi policy and the second is 
that they wanted a change in priorities 
here at home. 

The President has decided to stiff the 
American public and reject both of 
those messages. First, what he is say-
ing to the American people is forget 
what message you thought you were 
sending in the last election. I am the 
great decider and we are going to do 
things my way. That is what is hap-
pening here. 

The President isn’t just stiffing the 
Congress when he says that he will 
veto any appropriation bill that de-

parts from his budget ceiling by one 
dollar. He is also stiffing the American 
people, who made it quite clear that 
they thought very little of his budget 
and foreign policy priorities. 

Since that time, since the election, 
the President had said ‘‘stay the 
course’’ in Iraq, and in addition to the 
gargantuan defense budget that he has 
asked for, he is also asking for $200 bil-
lion in additional spending just to deal 
with the war that he started. 

b 2200 

He is also saying stay the course 
when it comes to the $60 billion we are 
providing this year in tax cuts for peo-
ple who make a million dollars a year. 
But at the same time, Madam Speaker, 
he is saying oh, tut, tut, tut, we cannot 
afford to invest here at home, so he 
sends the Congress a budget which cuts 
$16 billion out of education, out of 
health care, out of science, out of law 
enforcement and other critical domes-
tic national priorities. And then he 
threatens to veto any appropriation 
bill that departs from his great wis-
dom. 

Well, let’s walk through where this 
bill would be and what it would look 
like tonight if we had followed the 
President’s budget advice. If this bill 
did what the President wanted to do in 
his budget, it would be cutting voca-
tional education by 50 percent. Is there 
anybody on either side of the aisle who 
is shortsighted enough to think that is 
a good idea? 

If we had followed his instructions, 
we would have eliminated every stu-
dent aid program on the books except 
Work-Study and Pell Grants. 

In the area of handicapped education, 
there are a number of Members on the 
Republican side of the aisle who have 
made that their number one priority. 
They want to raise funds for special 
education. The President suggested we 
cut $300 million out of that program. 
Even the Republican Party objected in 
the House to that, and they raised the 
money that I had provided in the chair-
man’s mark above the mark that we 
had provided, and we restored a signifi-
cant amount of money to that pro-
gram. 

The President wanted us to cut men-
tal health services by $100 million. He 
wanted us to cut funds that teach med-
ical personnel how to deal with illness 
in children’s hospitals by 63 percent. 
The President wanted us to cut rural 
health programs by 54 percent. He 
wanted us to cut the Low-Income Heat-
ing Assistance Program by 18 percent. 
We have rejected those cuts, and this 
House on a bipartisan basis provided 53 
Republican votes for this bill as it left 
the House. 

Now some people say this bill spends 
too much. This bill is a billion dollars 
less than it was when it left the House 
because we cut that in a concession to 
our minority party Members. 

We have also in the bill respected a 
good many Republican priorities and 
respected a good many Republican ini-

tiatives, and in the process we have cut 
$1 billion. 

Surely, surely at a time when we are 
spending $200 billion or close to it in 
Iraq, surely we can spend the equiva-
lent of what we spend in Iraq in 6 
weeks in order to meet high-priority 
domestic needs in the education, 
health, and job training areas. 

Now our Republican friends cry 
newly found crocodile tears because we 
are also marrying this bill up with the 
military construction bill. Well, it 
seems to me if we can’t agree on the 
advisability of the war, at least we 
ought to be able to agree how we feel 
about the warriors. And what we are 
doing in this bill is adding $3.5 billion 
for veterans health care. And we paid 
for it. We paid for it by making an 
identical reduction in the Defense ap-
propriation bill, but that didn’t suit 
the President. He said you have to pay 
for it again, and so he has issued this 
dictate that we pay for this increase in 
veterans health care twice by now 
going in and cutting other domestic 
programs by $3.5 billion. And that is 
why we are marrying these two bills 
together, because we want the public 
to see what the specifics are. We want 
the public to see what the domestic 
priorities are that would have to be cut 
if the President wants us to double pay 
for the bill we have already paid for in 
increasing veterans health care by $3.5 
billion. 

Now the President says he is going to 
veto any bill we send him, and the 
House Republican leadership says they 
already have the votes to sustain any 
veto the President makes. So we have 
a choice. We can sit here like potted 
palms and do nothing and supinely roll 
over to the President’s dictation; or we 
can try to make it as uncomfortable as 
possible for him to be irresponsible and 
unnecessarily confrontational. And 
that’s what we are trying to do. 

We are sending these bills to the Sen-
ate because it is the right thing to do. 
And as the gentleman from Texas 
points out, when the minority says 
that this is an unprecedented act, that 
is absolute nonsense, because they did 
the same thing four times themselves; 
nary a peep from anybody on that side 
of the aisle then. 

I would simply make one last point. 
We have heard the slogan ‘‘better late 
than never.’’ Well, last year the Repub-
licans decided rather than being late, 
they chose never. And they delivered 
not one dollar, not one dollar in addi-
tional expenditures for veterans health 
care, and it fell to us after they shut 
this Congress down and went home 
without appropriating a single dollar 
in veterans health care. It was left to 
us to fix that mess and to add over $3.5 
billion in new funding for veterans. We 
did it last year. We are doing it again 
this year. We have made it our number 
one priority. 

But that isn’t what the boys and the 
girls on the other side of the aisle want 
to talk about. They want to obscure a 
few facts. And here they are: 
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In health care, the President cut 

funding for the primary Federal agen-
cies responsible for increasing health 
care access in this country. This con-
ference report rejects those cuts and 
provides $1.5 billion above the Presi-
dent’s request to provide programs to 
improve health care access for the mil-
lions of Americans that don’t have it. 
We do that at the cost of 5 days of what 
we spend in Iraq. 

On education, the President cut fund-
ing for the Department of Education by 
$1.2 billion. This conference report re-
jects those cuts. We invest $4.5 billion 
above the President’s request to the 
Department of Education, roughly the 
cost of 2 weeks in Iraq. And by doing 
that, we provide strong increases for 
Pell Grants, Head Start and various 
other education programs. 

In job training, the President cut the 
largest job training in vocational edu-
cation programs by $1.2 billion. This 
conference report rejects those cuts 
and invests $1.3 billion above the Presi-
dent’s request, roughly the cost of 4 
days of the war in Iraq. 

In medical research, the President 
cut funding for medical research at the 
National Institutes of Health by $480 
million. I have never had anybody in 
my life come to me and say, ‘‘Obey, 
why don’t you guys in Washington get 
together and cut cancer research.’’ But 
that’s what the previous Congress did 
in each of the last 2 years. They cut 
1,100 grants out of the National Insti-
tutes of Health with the complicity of 
this President. We are saying no way. 
Let’s have an end to that nonsense. We 
reject those cuts. We invest $1.4 billion 
above the President’s request, roughly 
the cost of 3 days of fighting in Iraq. 

For economic development, in help-
ing to alleviate poverty, the President 
slashed those programs by over a bil-
lion dollars. We rejected those cuts, 
costing roughly 4 days of what we 
spend in Iraq. 

Lastly, the Low-Income Heating As-
sistance Program. The President comes 
from an oil State. He knows energy 
prices have skyrocketed, but he has cut 
LIHEAP by $380 million in his budget. 
We have rejected those cuts and in-
vested $630 million more than the 
President’s request, roughly the cost of 
2 days of activity in Iraq. 

So we are left with this. We are left 
with two arguments. We hear some of 
our Republican friends say we are 
going to vote ‘‘no,’’ we are going to 
vote against the Labor-Health-Edu-
cation bill because we don’t like the 
fact that the bill also contains the vet-
erans funding. And we hear others say 
we are going to vote ‘‘no’’ on the Mili-
tary Construction bill because we don’t 
like the fact that it contains too much 
for education and health. Those are 
two beauties as reasons for voting 
against this bill. 

I want to see whether the minority 
party Members of this House, I want to 
see whether they are going to be fol-
lowing the wishes of their constituents 
or whether they have their votes tied 

once again lock, stock and barrel to 
the President’s desk. I want to see if 
they came here to represent their con-
stituents or be another set of lemmings 
jumping off the cliff once again for this 
President. We will find out on that 
vote tonight. I hope we see the right 
vote. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in strong support of the Conference 
Report on the Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices and Education and Military Construction/ 
Veterans Affairs Appropriations bills. This bill 
begins to correct key deficits in biomedical re-
search, elementary and secondary education, 
job training, and health care for veterans and 
civilians alike, and sets out a clear, sustain-
able vision for the future. I want to thank and 
congratulate Chairman OBEY, Ranking Mem-
ber WALSH, the Conferees and their staff for 
putting together such an excellent bill, one 
which will bring needed relief to so many of 
our constituents. 

The President, of course, has vowed to veto 
this bill, because he believes it costs too 
much, that we can’t afford to make these in-
vestments in cancer research, in Head Start, 
in economic development. Meanwhile, the 
President is asking us to spend an additional 
$200 billion this year alone in his misguided 
war in Iraq. The amount by which this bill ex-
ceeds the President’s request, $9.8 billion, 
would pay for approximately 1 month of that 
war. Instead, this bill would use that money to 
help States provide health coverage to people 
with pre-existing conditions, help college-ready 
low-income students afford higher education, 
and help low-income individuals and their fam-
ilies keep their homes warm in the winter-
time—a wintertime that could well feature oil 
at costs in excess of $100 a barrel. 

The President says we can’t afford to make 
these investments; I believe we can’t afford 
not to. These are investments which pay divi-
dends over time, investments which will keep 
America strong, competitive, and healthy. 
While I strongly support this Conference Re-
port, I would be remiss if I didn’t express my 
concern that this bill includes a $27.8 million 
increase for abstinence education programs, 
which research has shown to be ineffective, 
and worse, often medically inaccurate. Since 
2001, we have spent more than $1 billion on 
these programs, some of which tell our chil-
dren that using condoms is ‘‘like Russian Rou-
lette,’’ and that HIV/AIDS can be transmitted 
through skin-to-skin contact. 

Madam Speaker, teen pregnancy and sexu-
ally transmitted infections are serious prob-
lems that demand serious solutions. Of course 
we should want to delay the onset of sexual 
activity in our children—what parent of a teen-
ager wouldn’t want that? But we cannot let 
that desire blind us to the very real fact that 
teenagers, despite our best intentions, will and 
do have sex, and that our wanting them not to 
does not absolve us of our obligation to pro-
tect them and keep them safe. 

Pretending that sexual activity among teen-
agers does not exist will not reduce the num-
ber of new sexually transmitted infections; it 
will not reduce the number of teenage girls 
who become pregnant; and it will not reduce 
the number of abortions performed every year. 

I want to thank Chairman OBEY for including 
language in this Conference Report to ensure 
that programs will not be funded that are 
medically inaccurate. I hope that in the future, 

we can continue to work together to ensure 
that our children receive high quality, science- 
based, age-appropriate sex education that is 
medically sound and free from ideological or 
religious bias. Despite my concerns about this 
program, Madam Speaker, I am proud to sup-
port this important bill and urge my colleagues 
to do the same, so that we can get needed 
funds to these critical programs as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this conference report and 
want to single out one provision that is vital if 
we are going to protect our children. 

I want to thank Chairman OBEY for including 
language in this conference report adopted by 
the Senate which includs $500,000 for a feasi-
bility study for a National Registry of Substan-
tiated Cases of Child Abuse or Neglect, as de-
scribed in the Adam Walsh Child Protection 
Act. I also want to thank my home state col-
league, Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN, who was 
instrumental in getting the Senate to adopt this 
important provision. 

The Adam Walsh Child Protection and Safe-
ty Act was signed into law in July of 2006. 
This landmark piece of legislation served to 
reform the Federal standards for sex offender 
registration, enhances criminal penalties for 
sex offenders, creates and amends various 
grant programs to protect children, and called 
for the creation of a National Child Abuse 
Registry to further protect America’s children. 

Unfortunately, child abuse is a huge prob-
lem and the statistics tell a troubling story. 
Each week, child protective services, CPS, 
agencies throughout the United States receive 
more than 50,000 reports of suspected child 
abuse or neglect. In 2002, 2.6 million reports 
concerning the welfare of approximately 4.5 
million children were made. 

In over two-thirds of these cases, an as-
sessment or investigation followed. As a result 
of these investigations, approximately 896,000 
children were found to have been victims of 
abuse or neglect—an average of more than 
2,450 children per day. 

As the parent of two children adopted from 
foster care, I am particularly concerned about 
the number of children in the foster care sys-
tem who have been physically abused. 

People who work in the foster care system 
estimate that the percentages of boys and 
girls in foster care who have been physically 
abused is as high as 75 percent. Many came 
into foster care initally because of physical 
abuse and others are children who were re-
victimized while in foster care. 

This is unconscionable. All children, no mat-
ter what their background, deserve to grow up 
in a stable and loving home. 

The Adam Walsh Act addresses this prob-
lem by directing the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to establish the National 
Registry which would be available to child pro-
tection authorities for use as a resource in 
tracking previous instances of child maltreat-
ment in order to enable child protection work-
ers to be better equipped with relevant infor-
mation in assessing cases. 

Each State already collects information on 
substantiated cases of abuse and neglect, but 
once an investigation is under way, adult per-
petrators need only to move to another State 
to escape detection and punishment. This Na-
tional Registry will address this loophole and 
ensure that violators, no matter where they 
live, can be brought to justice. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00455 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 9920 D:\RECORD\K06NO7.159 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13196 November 6, 2007 
Unfortunately, the Registry has not come to 

fruition. This legislation would require the De-
partment of Health and Human Services to 
complete the study on the feasibility of estab-
lishing the Registry within a year of enact-
ment. 

The President should sign this conference 
report and enact this vital provision. We must 
do a better job of protecting our Nation’s most 
vital resource, our children, and this money 
will help us in that effort. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Speaker, thank you 
to Chairman OBEY and Ranking Member 
WALSH and their staffs for their hard work in 
crafting this bill. 

This conference report goes a long way to-
wards addressing the current and future needs 
of millions of Americans and their families. 

It provides relief for families that desperately 
need child care and afterschool programs; for 
teachers anxious to receive classroom training 
or professional development; for students who 
won’t be able to attend college without an in-
crease in the maximum Pell Grant; and for the 
elderly who depend on LIHEAP to help pay for 
the rising cost of home heating oil. 

What some of my friends on the other side 
of the aisle who intend to vote against this 
conference report don’t seem to understand is 
that the programs funded in this bill literally 
make a life-or-death difference in the lives of 
millions of American families who are strug-
gling to make ends meet. 

We find a way to pay $12 billion every 
month for the war in Iraq, yet some of you will 
fight tooth and nail against the additional $9.8 
billion in this bill that will help 436,000 more 
disadvantaged children receive math and 
reading assistance; or 130,000 more children 
receive afterschool care; or support 600 addi-
tional research grants at NIH; or provide 1.2 
million uninsured Americans access to 
healthcare at community health centers. 

It is outrageous, and it is unconscionable. 
Chairman OBEY should be commended for 

what he accomplished in this bill, and I urge 
every member in this body to support the con-
ference report. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of this bill. 

The conference report includes funding for 
many important programs and I recognize that 
the conferees had a challenging task in shap-
ing the report because of budget constraints. 
Overall, I think the report is a good one and 
I hope that the President will change his mind 
and sign it. 

This conference report funds our military 
construction needs and keeps our commitment 
to veterans, with the largest single funding in-
crease in the history of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. The report provides needed 
funding for veterans’ medical care—both for 
VA hospitals and clinics as well as for re-
search into conditions such as Traumatic 
Brain Injury and Post Traumatic Stress Dis-
order, both of which are common problems 
facing Iraq and Afghanistan veterans. The re-
port also includes funding to provide 1800 new 
claims processors to address the 400,000 
benefit claims backlog. 

I am pleased that key funding for Colorado 
installations and facilities has also been in-
cluded in this report. 

The report includes $7.3 million for a new 
F–16 facility for the 140th Air Wing of the Col-
orado Air National Guard at Buckley Air Force 
Base (AFB). I led the Colorado delegation this 

year in securing this funding, which will help 
the Guard replace an outdated facility that can 
no longer provide proper security and commu-
nications to support one of its key missions— 
to fly F–16s in support of homeland defense. 
The soldiers and airmen of the Colorado Na-
tional Guard who are activated and deployed 
to support our homeland defense deserve this 
safe and modern facility. 

The report also includes $61.3 million for 
the Fitzsimons Veterans Hospital, another key 
priority for the Colorado delegation. The fund-
ing will enable construction to begin on the fa-
cility’s parking structure and energy plant. 
Denver’s current Veterans Hospital is fifty 
years old, is at full capacity and does not meet 
the needs of our veterans. As Colorado’s serv-
ice members continue to be placed in harm’s 
way, it is essential that we be prepared to 
meet their needs when they return home. This 
funding will put us on a path toward making 
the new campus at Fitzsimons a reality. 

The conference report also includes an 
amendment, passed overwhelmingly in the 
House in June and later passed in the Senate, 
that prohibits the Pentagon from taking the 
first steps toward expanding the Army’s Pinon 
Canyon training site. 

After meeting with community members in 
La Junta and Trinidad in September, it is even 
more clear to me that the Pentagon has failed 
to convince Coloradans of a pressing military 
need for the Army to acquire an additional 
418,000 acres at this particular location. I 
hope the Army hears the strong message 
Congress is delivering today that we will en-
sure that the livelihoods and property of Colo-
rado citizens are respected and protected. 

Another key provision for southern Colorado 
is the inclusion of $35.1 million for the con-
struction of on-site chemical destruction facili-
ties at the Pueblo Chemical Depot. 

We need to continue to do all we can to 
safely and expeditiously remove the mustard 
agent remaining at the Pueblo depot. The 
sooner we clean up these weapons, the soon-
er the surrounding communities will be safe— 
and a clean-up by the Chemical Weapons 
Convention treaty deadline of 2012 will come 
at a lower cost to taxpayers. 

The conference report also includes nearly 
$170 million to support Fort Carson as it ex-
pands because of the stationing of two new 
brigades and the new headquarters of the 
Fourth Infantry Division. This includes $53 mil-
lion for new barracks; $18 million for an addi-
tion to Evans Army Hospital and a dental clin-
ic; $8.3 million for a Defense Access Road to 
allow personnel and equipment to deploy eas-
ily from Peterson Air Force Base; $4.9 million 
for a new indoor range; $72 million for new 
unit operation facilities; and $13.5 million for 
construction of new facility support operations 
for the 13th Air Support Operations Squadron. 

The conference report also includes $24.5 
million for an Air and Space Integration Facility 
at Schriever Air Force Base and $15 million to 
upgrade academic facilities at the Air Force 
Academy. 

This conference report also provides funding 
for the Department of Health and Human 
Services, one of the most vital agencies in our 
government. This report will increase funding 
by $4.4 billion over the fiscal year 2007 budg-
et—a 6.9 percent increase and one that I 
strongly support. This funding will be important 
both to Colorado and to our country. 

This report provides funding for a broad 
range of important projects, from increasing 

funding for essential research at the National 
Institutes of Health (NIH) to increasing health 
care access in rural areas. I strongly support 
include the 3.8 percent increase in funding for 
the NIH. This increase will be pivotal in jump 
starting a reinvestment in important medical 
discoveries. 

Included in the report is important funding 
for Children’s Hospital of Denver. Funding ob-
tained to build the North Campus Ambulatory 
Surgery Center will broaden access to pedi-
atric care in the north Denver metro area. This 
new development will also add more conven-
ient alternative to patients, families, pediatri-
cians, and physicians while also decreasing 
the burden on other health centers in the Den-
ver metro area. 

Making our health care system safe and 
more efficient is a goal of this Congress and 
I am happy to announce that Avista Hospital 
will contribute to that goal. Avista has been a 
leader in the Electronic Medical Record field 
and will continue to implement a cutting edge 
system thanks to funding included in the re-
port. 

The report provides for increases in the 
Center for Disease Control (CDC) which will 
fund important public health programs such as 
children’s immunizations, environmental health 
and cervical and breast cancer screenings. 

Our nation’s youth are our greatest re-
source, and we must do all that we can to pre-
pare them to lead our country in future years. 
This report would provide very important fund-
ing for the Department of Education to further 
the education of our children. 

I supported the passage of the No Child Left 
Behind (NCLB) Act in 2001 because we need 
to create higher academic standards and ac-
countability in our education system and close 
the so-called achievement gap in this country. 
However, NCLB has been underfunded since 
it was first passed, meaning that local school 
districts do not have the resources available to 
try to meet these new standards. This report 
takes a step in the right direction by increasing 
funding for NCLB over both the fiscal year 
2007 budget and the President’s request. I am 
also pleased to see increases in funding for 
the Individuals with Disabilities Act (IDEA). 
IDEA provides resources to meet the unique 
challenges in educating children with disabil-
ities. 

In an increasingly competitive global market-
place, higher education is more important than 
it has ever been. Yet skyrocketing tuitions are 
making college education increasingly difficult 
for many students and families to afford. Just 
a few weeks ago, the College Board an-
nounced that the average tuition at four-year 
schools in my home state of Colorado had in-
creased 16 percent from last year. Pell Grants 
are one important and effective way that the 
federal government helps students and fami-
lies afford college. The conference report will 
increase the maximum Pell Grant award to 
$4,925. 

I am encouraged that the report includes an 
increase in funding for the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP). 
LIHEAP is a critical program that helps many 
Colorado families, who are struggling to get 
by, avoid having to make choices between 
paying their heating bill and putting food on 
the table. The conference report will increase 
funding for this program by $250 million over 
the fiscal year 2007 budget. 

I am pleased the labor provisions of this re-
port reflect a new direction and commitment to 
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expanding job training and enhancing the 
safety of workers, by increasing funding for a 
number of employment, education, and protec-
tion programs for the American workforce. 

With that said, I am disappointed the con-
ference report does not include my amend-
ment to increase the funding for the National 
Labor Relations Board (NLRB). The board 
plays a vital role in labor-management rela-
tions. While funding is not the only problem 
that faces the NLRB I am concerned that with-
out the additional funding, there is a danger 
they will have to layoff some of their staff in 
order to pay for their required overhead, in-
cluding salaries. 

The funding for programs included in this re-
port is a cause for celebration, not a veto. The 
President suggested underfunding for many of 
these programs and has threatened to veto 
the report in its current form. I request that the 
President reconsider his veto threat and sign 
this conference report. 

In summary, Madam Speaker, this is a good 
report that provides funding for many impor-
tant purposes. It is good for Colorado and 
good for the country, and it deserves approval. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, col-
leagues, appropriations bills are moral state-
ments. They document the direction that we 
as a Congress desire our Nation to go. With 
our vote on H.R. 3043 today, we once again 
have an opportunity to show Americans that 
the 110th Congress is committed to taking our 
Nation in a New Direction—putting the needs 
of the American people first and making long- 
delayed investments in our future. 

Unfortunately, this commitment to improving 
the lives of our soldiers, veterans and ordinary 
Americans seems not to be shared by the 
President. The Administration apparently feels 
that while it is necessary to spend $12 billion 
a month in Iraq, the Federal Year 2008 Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Education 
Appropriations bill is just $9.8 billion too ex-
pensive and needs to be vetoed. He believes 
that an extra $10 billion to provide grants to 
low-income children for after school programs, 
increasing the purchasing power of Pell 
Grants, fund job training programs for dis-
located workers and helping families facing 
rising energy prices with the Low Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program is just 
wasteful spending. 

The President, in an attempt to burnish his 
credentials as a bona fide fiscal conservative, 
now seems to know the cost of everything and 
the value of nothing. I wonder where this con-
servatism was from 2001 through 2006, when 
the Republican-led Congress went on a deficit 
financed spending spree with our national 
treasury taking the United States from a $5.6 
trillion, 10–year surplus to a $2 trillion, 10-year 
deficit. 

By passing H.R. 3043, which combines the 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education 
FY 08 Appropriations bill and the Military Con-
struction, Veterans Affairs FY 08 Appropria-
tions bill, we will be making the largest invest-
ment in veterans’ health care in history and 
making long overdue investments in edu-
cation, worker safety and health care for our 
citizens. 

If the President is truly concerned with how 
his legacy will read, I urge him to listen to the 
overwhelming bi-partisan majority in Congress 
that supports H.R. 3043. Mr. Bush, help us re-
verse the sharp rise in college costs that con-
tinue to be a barrier to millions of low- and 

middle-income students by increasing the Pell 
Grant from $4,050 to $4,435. Help us increase 
access to Head Start programs so that more 
disadvantaged children have access to pre-
school. Provide a 10.1 percent increase for 
community health centers, an increase that 
will serve an additional 1 million uninsured 
people. Stand with the strong bipartisan major-
ity that passed both these bills this summer. 
Mr. President, approve this bill and help us 
make America stronger. 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I first want 
thank the Chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, DAVID OBEY—who also chairs the 
Subcommittee on Labor, Health and Human 
Services, and Education—for his hard work 
and vision in putting this appropriations con-
ference report together. 

I also want to thank the Chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs—Congressman EDWARDS of 
Texas—for his outstanding work on this con-
ference report and his unwavering dedication 
to our Nation’s veterans. 

This is an excellent, fiscally responsible con-
ference report that makes vital investments in 
expanding access to health care for our peo-
ple, in educating our children, in job training, 
in medical research, and in providing the larg-
est single increase in the 77-year history of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

Simply put, this conference report deserves 
the overwhelming support of members—just 
as the individual bills did when they were con-
sidered in both the House and Senate. 

Recall, we passed the Labor-HHS-Edu-
cation Appropriations bill on a bipartisan vote 
of 276 to 140, with 53 Republicans joining a 
nearly unanimous Democratic caucus. 

The Senate passed its own version of this 
bill 75 to 19. 

And, both chambers passed the Military 
Construction-Veterans Affairs Appropriations 
bill by overwhelming margins—409 to 2 in the 
House, and 92 to 1 in the Senate. 

This conference report demonstrates our 
democratic priorities—as well as the Presi-
dent’s misguided, shortsighted budget pro-
posals, which would cut funding for Labor, 
Health and Education programs by $3.6 billion 
below the enacted funding level in fiscal year 
2007. 

If the President had his way, he would cut 
vocational education; eliminate all student aid 
other than work study and Pell Grants; cut 
medical research; cut law enforcement grants; 
cut education for children with disabilities; cut 
rural health programs; cut clean water pro-
grams; and cut the Low-Income Heating As-
sistance Program. The American people do 
not support such a proposal. And neither do 
Democrats. 

Thus, this conference report provides $9.8 
billion above the President’s request for Labor, 
Health and Education programs—which barely 
keeps pace with inflation and population 
growth. 

Through this conference report, 1.2 million 
more Americans would have access to com-
munity health centers, and we would increase 
funding for programs that help parents pay for 
college, for No Child Left Behind programs, for 
vocational education and Job Corps, and for 
medical research into life threatening dis-
eases. 

Through this conference report, we also will 
keep our commitment to our Nation’s vet-
erans, providing $3.7 billion more than the 

President requested for veterans’ medical 
care, claims processing personnel, and facility 
improvements. 

The President has said such funding is un-
necessary. 

We absolutely disagree. 
The idea that we cannot find the funds nec-

essary to invest in health care, education and 
medical research, and in medical care of the 
men and women who have sacrificed for this 
country is patently absurd—and it must be re-
jected. 

How is it that the President can demand 
that this Congress spend another $200 billion 
of taxpayers’ dollars for his failing policy in 
Iraq while he seeks to shortchange critical pro-
grams at home? 

His vain attempt to try to claim the mantle 
of fiscal responsibility by threatening to veto 
this conference report—particularly in light of 
his disastrous and irresponsible fiscal poli-
cies—will fool no one. 

Madam Speaker, this is an excellent con-
ference report that reflects the priorities of the 
American people, and rejects the President’s 
misguided proposals. 

Finally, let me say that Mr. OBEY effectively 
dispensed yesterday—in his speech at the Na-
tional Press Club—with the Republican com-
plaint that this conference report threatens en-
actment of the Military Construction-Veterans 
Affairs bill. 

Only once in the last 5 years did the Repub-
lican Majority send the President a free-stand-
ing Military Construction conference report. 
Three times you packaged that bill with others. 
And last year, you failed to even enact a Mili-
tary Construction-Veterans Affairs bill. 

I urge my colleagues: vote for this fiscally 
responsible conference report, which makes 
critical investments in our Nation, our people 
and our future. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Speaker, I am deep-
ly disappointed that this bill increases the 
amount of money going to abstinence-only 
programs. 

In 2004 I asked my staff to look at the cur-
ricula most popular among federally funded 
grantees in this abstinence-only program. We 
found that most contained significant scientific 
and medical errors. Kids were being taught 
that HIV can be spread through tears and 
sweat. They were taught that condoms didn’t 
help prevent STD transmission. And they were 
taught that pregnancy occurs one in every 
seven times a couple uses condoms. 

But these findings didn’t lead to change—in-
stead the administration and other defenders 
of this kind of program dug in their heels. 
They insisted there was no problem, without 
taking seriously the fact that flawed public 
health information was being provided to 
American teens with taxpayer dollars. In 2006, 
GAO found that HHS still wasn’t reviewing the 
medical accuracy of curricula used in the big-
gest Federal abstinence-only programs. 

It would be one thing if these programs ac-
tually worked. If they helped kids make 
healthier decisions, then maybe it would make 
sense to go in and try to deal with some of the 
accuracy issues. But abstinence-only pro-
grams don’t work. In 2007, HHS released the 
results of an independent study it had re-
quested on the effectiveness of federally fund-
ed abstinence-only programs. This was a ran-
domized, controlled study—the gold standard 
of research. The researchers found that com-
pared to the control group, abstinence-only 
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programs had no impact at all on whether par-
ticipants had sex. They had no impact on the 
age of first sex. They had no impact on the 
number of partners. And they had no impact 
on rates of pregnancy or sexually transmitted 
disease. 

There is no evidence to support these pro-
grams, and they should get no Federal fund-
ing. It is an outrage that instead they are re-
ceiving an increase. 

Defenders of abstinence-only like to claim 
that parents support abstinence education. It’s 
true that surveys show parents want programs 
to promote abstinence as the healthiest choice 
for young people. We all want that. But the 
surveys also show that parents overwhelm-
ingly want a full range of age-appropriate in-
formation taught, so that youth are best pre-
pared to stay healthy. 

Parents care more about the health of their 
children than about politics or ideology. I think 
that’s probably why they understand that the 
abstinence-only programs we’ve been funding 
are a mistake. They contain serious misin-
formation and, most importantly, are not effec-
tive in improving adolescent health. After put-
ting more than a billion Federal dollars into 
these programs, we have seen no results. 

I know it’s critical that we pass this appro-
priations bill. But it’s wrong to spend scarce 
dollars on programs that we know don’t work. 
It’s wrong to put our children at risk of health 
problems and unwanted pregnancies because 
we’ve withheld essential health information. 
And it’s indefensible to use adolescents as po-
litical pawns instead of taking an honest, evi-
dence-based look at their health and well- 
being. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in support of the conference 
report accompanying the fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriations bill funding the Departments of 
Labor, HHS, and Education, as well as Military 
Construction and the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

On the domestic side, this legislation makes 
important investments in our health care and 
education programs. After many years of flat 
funding and small increases that have resulted 
in funding reductions when taking inflation into 
account, the National Institutes of Health 
would receive a 4 percent increase over cur-
rent funding levels. This legislation provides 
$30 billion for life-saving medical research, 
much of which is performed in my back yard 
at the Baylor College of Medicine, the MD An-
derson Cancer Center, UT Health Science 
Center, and many other impressive research 
facilities located in the Texas Medical Center. 

I am also pleased that the bill provides a 35 
percent increase for the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program. The $2.4 billion 
in LIHEAP funding that this bill provides will 
better ensure that LIHEAP funding is more eq-
uitably distributed among cold weather and hot 
weather states. By providing LIHEAP funding 
above the threshold of $1.975 billion, this leg-
islation ensures that the funding will be suffi-
cient to meet the historical needs of cold 
weather states while also recognizing the 
unmet needs of hot weather states, which ex-
perience higher levels of weather-related 
deaths. 

I would also like to thank the conference 
committee for retaining House-passed funding 
for two projects in our district. The conference 
committee generously provided funding for 
Gateway to Care, the community health care 

access collaborative in Harris County. Gate-
way to Care will utilize this funding to help co-
ordinate the deployment of health information 
technology among the county’s health care 
clinics. The bill also provides much-needed 
funding for the Harris County Hospital Dis-
trict’s Diabetes Program, which offers a cul-
turally-sensitive, interdisciplinary, and edu-
cational approach to the treatment of diabetes 
in our community, which experiences higher 
than normal rates of this devastating disease. 

As Veterans’ Day approaches, we should 
also highlight the significant funding increases 
made in the Military Construction/VA portion of 
the bill. The conference agreement provides a 
total of $109.2 billion for veterans’ affairs and 
military construction programs, roughly $18 bil-
lion more than the current level and $4 billion 
more than the president’s request. For the last 
11 months, this Congress has demonstrated 
its commitment to fulfilling the promises made 
to our veterans, and this bill reaffirms that 
commitment in the strongest terms by pro-
viding the largest funding increase in VA his-
tory. With the current wars in Iraq and Afghan-
istan creating hundreds of thousands of new 
veterans, this level of funding reassures our 
veterans, our troops, and their families that 
this Congress will fulfill the promises we made 
to those who fight for our country, even after 
they are done with their service. 

I would also like to offer my thanks for the 
inclusion of funding for a new fire station at 
Ellington Field. I have supported this project 
for several years, and am glad to see it fund-
ed in this bill. The existing fire station at Elling-
ton field is in a rapidly deteriorating condition 
and does not meet OSHA or Air Force Stand-
ards. Roof leaks and lack of insulation have 
resulted in equipment being destroyed and ex-
tremely high operating costs. New firefighting 
apparatus must be parked outside the station 
because they will not fit into the truck bays. 
This fire station supports all flying operations 
at Ellington Field including Air National Guard, 
Army National Guard, US Coast Guard, 
NASA, and civilian aircraft. Construction of the 
new fire station at Ellington is critical for the 
Texas Air National Guard and all units sta-
tioned at Ellington Field, and I am pleased 
funding for this project was included. 

Madam Speaker, I again urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this con-
ference report. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the conference report. 

There was no objection. 
f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, par-

liamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Wisconsin will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. OBEY. Are we participating in 
Little League politics or doing the 
country’s business tonight? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not stating a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 158, nays 
248, not voting 26, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1049] 

YEAS—158 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 

Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wu 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—248 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Burgess 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
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Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 

Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—26 

Berkley 
Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Costa 
Cubin 
Ferguson 

Fossella 
Gordon 
Hulshof 
Jindal 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 
Paul 

Payne 
Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Waters 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (OH) 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in the vote. 

b 2233 

Messrs. MELANCON, HINOJOSA and 
HINCHEY changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BILBRAY changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR, 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, 
AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the conference report. 

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 269, nays 
142, not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 1050] 

YEAS—269 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Castor 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Graves 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (MI) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 

Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 

Woolsey 
Wu 

Wynn 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—142 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 

Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 

Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—22 

Brady (PA) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Carson 
Chandler 
Cubin 
Ferguson 
Fossella 

Gordon 
Jindal 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Oberstar 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 

Pryce (OH) 
Tancredo 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (OH) 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining on this vote. 

b 2250 

Mr. WHITFIELD changed his vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ALTMIRE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 
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(Mr. POE addressed the House. His 

remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

13 IS THE NUMBER BEFORE US 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, un-
lucky or not, 13 is the number before 
us. That’s how many predominantly 
Sunni nations in the Middle East have 
declared in the past year that they 
want nuclear power. We know that Iran 
is building a nuclear capacity which it 
claims will be used solely for power 
generation. Iran is predominantly a 
Shiite nation. While both are Muslim, 
Sunni and Shiite are different. At the 
grass-roots level, everyday people 
intermarry and get along just fine, 
until the governments in power decide 
they want religious ideology to govern 
everyone. 

Sunni-Shiite dominance was behind 
the Iran-Iraq war two decades ago 
when Don Rumsfeld went to Iraq to 
pledge U.S. support to Saddam Hus-
sein. Today the Iraq war has inflamed 
Sunni-Shiite passions and U.S. forces 
are in the middle of it, fighting and 
dying in a fight that we shouldn’t be 
in. There’s been a lot in the news about 
Iran’s nuclear program, including 
threats by the Vice President that Iran 
will never be permitted to acquire nu-
clear capacity. In other words, the ad-
ministration’s international diplomacy 
with Iran begins with an order from 
the U.S. military to lock and load. A 
military strike directly ordered by the 
administration, or indirectly sanc-
tioned by the administration, is consid-
ered a foregone conclusion by many in 
the Middle East. 

Given this, let’s renew the bidding, 
because 13 other nations in the Middle 
East are not being threatened by the 
administration. In fact, quite the oppo-
site is true. A recent article in the 
Christian Science Monitor lays out the 
fact. I submit it for the RECORD. 
[From the Christian Science Monitor, Nov. 1, 

2007] 

MIDDLE EAST RACING TO NUCLEAR POWER— 
SHIITE IRAN’S AMBITIONS HAVE SPURRED 13 
SUNNI STATES TO DECLARE ATOMIC ENERGY 
AIMS THIS YEAR 

(By Dan Murphy) 

CAIRO.—This week Egypt became the 13th 
Middle Eastern country in the past year to 
say it wants nuclear power, intensifying an 
atomic race spurred largely by Iran’s nuclear 
agenda, which many in the region and the 
West claim is cover for a weapons program. 

Experts say the nuclear ambitions of ma-
jority Sunni Muslim states such as Libya, 

Jordan, Yemen, and Saudi Arabia are reac-
tions to Shiite Iran’s high-profile nuclear 
bid, seen as linked with Tehran’s campaign 
for greater influence and prestige through-
out the Middle East. 

‘‘To have 13 states in the region say 
they’re interested in nuclear power over the 
course of a year certainly catches the eye,’’ 
says Mark Fitzpatrick, a former senior non-
proliferation official in the U.S. State De-
partment who is now a fellow at the Inter-
national Institute for Strategic Studies in 
London. ‘‘The Iranian angle is the reason.’’ 

But economics are also behind this new 
push to explore nuclear power, at least for 
some of the aspirants. Egypt’s oil reserves 
are dwindling, Jordan has no natural re-
sources to speak of at all, and power from oil 
and gas has grown much more expensive for 
everyone. Though the day has not arrived, 
it’s conceivable that nuclear power will be a 
cheaper option than traditional plants. 

But analysts say the driver is Iran, which 
appears to be moving ahead with its nuclear 
program despite sanctions and threats of 
possible military action by the U.S. The Gulf 
Cooperation Council, a group of Saudi Arabia 
and the five Arab states that border the Per-
sian Gulf, reversed a longstanding opposition 
to nuclear power last year. 

As the closest U.S. allies in the region and 
sitting on vast oil wealth, these states had 
said they saw no need for nuclear energy. 
But Fitzpatrick, as well as other analysts, 
say these countries now see their own dec-
larations of nuclear intent as a way to con-
tain Iran’s influence. At least, experts say, it 
signals to the U.S. how alarmed they are by 
a nuclear Iran. 

‘‘The rules have changed on the nuclear 
subject throughout the whole region,’’ Jor-
dan’s King Abdullah, another U.S. ally, told 
Israel’s Haaretz newspaper early this year. 
‘‘Where I think Jordan was saying, ‘We’d 
like to have a nuclear-free zone in the area,’ 
. . . [now] everybody’s going for nuclear pro-
grams.’’ 

Though the U.S. has been vociferous in its 
opposition to Iran’s nuclear bid, particularly 
since the country says it’s determined to es-
tablish its own nuclear fuel cycle, which 
would dramatically increase its ability to 
build a nuclear bomb, it has generally been 
tolerant of the nuclear ambitions of its 
friends in the region. 

‘‘Those states that want to pursue peaceful 
nuclear energy . . . [are] not a problem for 
us,’’ State Department spokesman Sean 
McCormack said in response to Egyptian 
President Hosni Mubarak’s announcement 
on Monday. 

Henry Sokolski, executive director of the 
Nonproliferation Policy Education Center in 
Washington and a former Defense Depart-
ment official focused on containing the 
spread of nuclear weapons, says he finds that 
hands-off approach of the Bush administra-
tion alarming. 

‘‘I think we’re trying to put out a fire of 
proliferation with a bucket of kerosene,’’ he 
says. He said he recently spoke with a senior 
administration official on the matter, who 
argued that it was better for the U.S. to co-
operate with Egypt and other countries 
since, in the official’s view, nuclear power in 
these countries is ‘‘inevitable’’ and it’s bet-
ter to be in a position to influence their 
choices and monitor the process. 

Egypt has had an on-again, off-again nu-
clear program since the 1950s. In the 1960s, 
Egypt threatened to develop a bomb largely 
out of anger over Israel’s nuclear pursuit. 
Under Mr. Mubarak, who has ruled since 
1981, the country has been consistent in say-
ing it does not want nuclear weapons, and 
Egypt has been at the forefront of diplomatic 
efforts to declare the region a nuclear-weap-
ons-free zone—a strategy it uses to target 
Israel’s nuclear weapons. 

Today, the country has a 22-megawatt re-
search reactor north of Cairo that was built 
by an Argentine company and completed in 
1997. A drive to develop a power plant in the 
1980s stalled after the Chernobyl nuclear dis-
aster in Russia. 

In a nationally televised speech Monday, 
Mubarak said nuclear power is an ‘‘integral 
part of Egypt’s national security’’ while also 
promising that the country would not seek 
the bomb. Other Egyptian officials say the 
country is planning on having a working re-
actor within a decade, though analysts say 
that’s an optimistic time line. 

Egypt’s nuclear plans have been reinvigo-
rated in recent years, with Mubarak’s son, 
Gamal, widely seen in Egypt as his father’s 
favored successor, calling for the building of 
a reactor. Mubarak discussed nuclear power 
cooperation on state visits to Russia and 
China last year. 

‘‘They feel politically threatened by Iran’s 
nuclear program, they’ve pointed out rightly 
that Israel [hasn’t been] a member of [non-
proliferation] treaties for many years,’’ says 
Jon Wolfsthal, a nonproliferation expert at 
the Center for Strategic and International 
Studies in Washington. ‘‘Of course there is 
economic logic: If they can sell whatever oil 
they have for $93 a barrel instead of using it, 
that’s attractive . . . but it shouldn’t be as-
sumed that it’s all benign.’’ 

For Egypt, the allure of nuclear power is 
apparent. Its oil consumption is growing and 
electricity demand is growing at about 7 per-
cent a year. 

‘‘Egypt can absolutely make a legitimate 
case for nuclear energy,’’ says Mr. 
Fitzpatrick. ‘‘Its reserves are dwindling, it 
needs the oil and gas for export, and it needs 
to diversify its energy resources.’’ 

Even major oil producers such as Saudi 
Arabia are, along with Iran, arguing that 
they need nuclear power. They say it’s better 
to sell their oil than to burn it at home. 

But some analysts argue that nuclear 
power remains an economic loser. Mr. 
Sokolski says that when state subsidies to 
nuclear power are removed, nuclear plants 
are not economically viable. ‘‘If it was, pri-
vate banks would be financing nuclear plants 
without loan guarantees. They can’t do it 
and make money yet.’’ 

Of course whenever the topic of nuclear 
power comes up, particularly in the Middle 
East, concerns about the possible spread of 
nuclear weapons are not far behind. Experts 
who follow the nuclear weapons question say 
assurances of only pursuing peaceful objec-
tives, as have been given by all the countries 
pursuing nuclear power, Iran included, 
shouldn’t be taken at face value. 

‘‘Although Egypt does not feel directly 
threatened by Iran, it does feel its own power 
and influence in the region threatened by a 
resurgent nuclear armed Iran,’’ says 
Fitzpatrick. 

‘‘There are a lot of countries in the region 
who have expressed interest in nuclear 
power, and I think there are good reasons to 
be concerned about this interest and the tim-
ing of this interest,’’ says Mr. Wolfsthal. 
‘‘Nuclear power has had economic arguments 
in its favor for a decade, but the fact is these 
programs are only coming to a head in light 
of the Iranian program.’’ 

Wolfsthal says the key issues in the com-
ing years will be whether Egypt contracts a 
turn-key plant from a foreign company— 
which would minimize the amount of skill 
and technology transferred to Egyptian engi-
neers—or if it will pursue nuclear partner-
ships that broaden its knowledge and skills 
bases. 

Will they pursue their own nuclear fuel 
cycle, which, he says, would make little eco-
nomic sense and would be a clear ‘‘red flag’’ 
of intent to develop a weapon, or will they 
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buy nuclear fuel from abroad? ‘‘If you are in-
terested in having the capability of building 
a nuclear weapon, the best way to start is by 
building up your nuclear power infrastruc-
ture,’’ he says. ‘‘The same people that help 
you design and build nuclear reactors have 
many of the skill sets you will need if you 
are going to build a nuclear weapon.’’ 

Fitzpatrick agrees that if Egypt promises 
not to develop a nuclear fuel cycle and would 
agree to more intrusive inspections by the 
International Atomic Energy Agency, there 
would be little reason for concern, though he 
doubts those commitments will be made. 
‘‘Egypt won’t take those steps because it 
says its hands can’t be bound anymore while 
Israel’s hands are unbound. They already re-
sent the nuclear asymmetry with Israel, and 
a nuclear armed Iran on top of that adds too 
much for them.’’ 

The conclusion is clear: a nuclear 
Iran is not acceptable, but a nuclear 
Israel, a nuclear Egypt, a nuclear 
India, a nuclear Pakistan, a nuclear 
Yemen, a nuclear Saudi Arabia and nu-
clear all the others, well, that’s a dif-
ferent story. 

There was a time when world leaders 
hoped for a nuclear-free zone in the 
Middle East. Instead, while we try to 
shoot our way to peace in Iraq, other 
world leaders are watching the cre-
ation of a nuclear excess zone in the 
Middle East. We threaten Iran, while 
we encourage the others. 

The President has used two terms to 
implement a nuclear double standard. 
Today’s U.S. friends can have nuclear 
power because they really only intend 
to use it for power generation. But to-
day’s U.S. foes must be stopped from 
acquiring nuclear power because they 
might use it in a bad way. 

Today’s friend is the President’s 
standard for supporting the prolifera-
tion of nuclear capacity in the world. 

Timing is everything. Not many 
years ago, Iran was our friend. Under 
the Shah of Iran, maybe they should 
have started their nuclear work sooner 
because that would have met the Presi-
dent’s definition for a nation deserving 
of nuclear power. 

But let’s not forget Rumsfeld’s meet-
ing with Saddam. He may not have 
been our friend that day, but we sure 
acted like it. 

Today Pakistan is in political crisis. 
And we know they have nuclear weap-
ons, not just nuclear power. What will 
the President do about it? His State 
Department spokesman said the other 
day the administration doesn’t have a 
problem with nations developing peace-
ful nuclear energy. That’s diplomatic- 
speak for today’s U.S. friends get to de-
velop nuclear energy, while today’s 
U.S. foes get threatened with bunker- 
buster bombs. The administration has 
been drumbeating for months against 
Iran, but how much have we heard 
about the other 13 nations who intend 
to develop nuclear capacity? 

A double standard is no standard at 
all. And history shows that in the Mid-
dle East, today’s friend can be tomor-
row’s foe. What kind of policy is that? 

The President has destroyed the phi-
losophy, the practicality, and the pru-
dence of the nuclear nonproliferation 

treaty. Instead he has embarked on a 
new policy that will guarantee, that 
will guarantee, that we live in a much 
more dangerous world. 

So much for security from this ad-
ministration. 

f 

b 2300 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

PAKISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, all eyes are watching the na-
tion of Pakistan. And I rise today to 
acknowledge that the people of Paki-
stan are friends of the United States. 

Over the last decade or so, they have 
been moving toward democracy, a 
growing middle class, a desire for edu-
cation for the boys and girls of Paki-
stan, and a real commitment to fight-
ing the Taliban and terrorists in the 
Afghanistan-Pakistan border. Presi-
dent Musharraf has shown leadership 
and commitment on these issues. 

But today we see a raging Pakistan, 
a collapse of democracy, the calling of 
emergency rule, and the complete lack-
ing of sensitivity to the needs of the 
Pakistan people. So today I am calling 
on President Musharraf to lift the 
emergency rule, to restore constitu-
tional order, and to put Pakistan back 
on track. There is a definitive need for 
free and honest elections, and he 
should make an announcement that 
the elections should be called as of No-
vember 15 and that they should be held 
on January 16, 2008. 

Why return Pakistan back to a pe-
riod when democracy did not reign? It 
is a Muslim country. It is a democratic 
country. And it has flourished under 
the concept of democracy. 

Dissidents should be allowed to dis-
sent. Political prisoners and the law-
yers of Pakistan should be released. 
There should be an independent judici-
ary. And the United States should show 
its leadership by immediately dis-
patching a diplomatic team from the 
Defense Department and State Depart-
ment in order to negotiate directly 
with President Musharraf. Pakistan 
has a great future if it will maintain 
civility and democracy and freedom of 
speech and association. 

It is important for President 
Musharraf to allow the judiciary to a 
decide his fate, to possibly seek an-
other opportunity for election. But the 
most important part is that we, as an 
ally of Pakistan, must not abandon the 
people of Pakistan. It does have nu-
clear capacity. We must ensure that 
that nuclear capacity falls not in the 
wrong hands but is used only for civil-
ian purposes and to provide the nec-
essary energy resources. We can only 
do that if democracy is restored and if 
America insists that its friend Paki-
stan and the people of Pakistan fight 
and are protected in their fight to pre-
serve democracy and the constitution. 

We hope over the next couple of days 
that we will begin that kind of ap-
proach and as well that the present 
funding that Pakistan receives, it 
should be made very clear that even 
though those moneys may not pres-
ently be in jeopardy that those moneys 
will be subject to the scrutiny of deter-
mining whether human rights, con-
stitutional rights, and democracy and 
order are restored to Pakistan. This is 
the only way to save Pakistan for its 
people and to allow its people to flour-
ish in democracy and to grow as a pros-
perous middle class and for the chil-
dren of Pakistan to see a bright future. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WATERS addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETER-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:01 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00461 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 D:\RECORD\A06NO7.131 H06NOPT1cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH13202 November 6, 2007 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. HOLT addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. YARMUTH (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today on account of busi-
ness in the district. 

Mr. FOSSELLA (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today after 5 p.m. on ac-
count of personal reasons. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND (at the request of 
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of 
illness in the family. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCDERMOTT) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. HOLT, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. PRICE of Georgia) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, November 13. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, November 13. 

Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, Novem-
ber 7. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, for 5 
minutes, today. 

(The following Member (at her own 
request) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today. 

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1347. An act to amend the Omnibus In-
dian Advancement Act to modify the date as 
of which certain tribal land of the Lytton 
Rancheria of California is deemed to be held 
in trust and to provide for the conduct of 
certain activities on the land; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 2546. An act to designate the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center in 
Asheville, North Carolina, as the ‘‘Charles 
George Department of Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Center’’. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, November 7, 2007, 
at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4013. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Oriental Fruit Fly; Addition and Re-
moval of Quarantined Areas in California 
[Docket No. APHIS-2006-0151] received Octo-
ber 29, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

4014. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived October 29, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

4015. A letter from the General Counsel, 
National Credit Union Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final rule 
— Member Inspection of Credit Union Books, 
Records, and Minutes (RIN: 3133-AD33) re-
ceived October 29, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

4016. A letter from the General Counsel, 
National Credit Union Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final rule 

— Management Official Interlocks Threshold 
Change — received October 29, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

4017. A letter from the General Counsel, 
NCUA, National Credit Union Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Share Insurance Appeals; Clarifica-
tion of Enforcement Authority of the NCUA 
Board — received October 29, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

4018. A letter from the Acting General 
Counsel, Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Safety Standard for Automatic Resi-
dential Garage Door Operators — received 
October 29, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

4019. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — December 2006 Wassenaar Ar-
rangement Plenary Agreement Implementa-
tion: Categories 1, 2, 3, 5 Part I, 6, 7, 8, and 
9 of the Commerce Control List; Wassenaar 
Reporting Requirements; Definitions; and 
Statement of Understanding on Source Code 
[Docket No. 070105004-7050-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AD95) received October 31, 2007, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

4020. A letter from the Associate Director, 
PP&I, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Suda-
nese Sanctions Regulations — received Octo-
ber 29, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

4021. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army for Civil Works, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Secretary’s rec-
ommended authorization of the Site 1 Im-
poundment, Palm Beach County, Florida, 
ecosystem restoration project; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

4022. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Transportation Security Administration, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Administration’s certification that 
the level of screening services and protection 
provided at the Gallup Municipal Airport 
and Roswell Industrial Air Center will be 
equal to or greater than the level that would 
be provided at the aiport by TSA Transpor-
tation Security Officers; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security. 

4023. A letter from the Chairman, Defense 
Nuclear Facilities Safety Board, transmit-
ting the Board’s Third Quarterly Report on 
the Status of Significant Unresolved Issues 
with the Department of Energy’s Design and 
Construction Projects, pursuant to Public 
Law 109-702, section 3201; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services and Appropria-
tions. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 1119. A bill to amend title 36, 
United States Code, to revise the congres-
sional charter of the Military Order of the 
Purple Heart of the United States of Amer-
ica, Incorporated, to authorize associate 
membership in the corporation for the 
spouse of a recipient of the Purple Heart 
medal; with amendments (Rept. 110–428). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 
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Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-

ary. H.R. 2884. A bill to assist members of the 
Armed Forces in obtaining United States 
citizenship, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 110–429). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. LANTOS: Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. H.R. 3887. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal years 2008 through 2011 for the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000, 
to enhance measures to combat forced labor, 
and for other purposes; with amendments 
(Rept. 110–430 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANGEL: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 3996. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend certain 
expiring provisions, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 110–431). Referred 
to the committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Ms. MATSUI: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 801. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 3688) to imple-
ment the United States-Peru Trade Produc-
tion Agreement (Rept. 110–432). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Ms. CASTOR: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 802. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 3355) to ensure the 
availability and affordability of home-
owners’ insurance coverage for catastrophic 
events (Rept. 110–433). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MURTHA: Committee of Conference. 
Conference report on H.R. 3222. A bill mak-
ing appropriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes (Rept. 110–434). 
Ordered to be printed. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII, the 
committee on Energy and Commerce 
discharged from further consideration 
of H.R. 3887. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL PURSUANT TO RULE XII 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 3887. Referral to the Committee on 
the Judiciary extended for a period ending 
not later than November 9, 2007. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. POMEROY (for himself, Mrs. 
CAPITO, and Mr. ALLEN): 

H.R. 4082. A bill to improve the quality of, 
and access to, long-term care; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WAXMAN (for himself and Mr. 
ALLEN): 

H.R. 4083. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for 
the amendment or repeal of monographs, to 
expand the Food and Drug Administration’s 
authority to regulate drug advertising, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL of New York: 
H.R. 4084. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to require a study on the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs schedule for 

rating disabilities, to provide for the treat-
ment of claims under laws administered by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs in the case 
of the death of a claimant, to require an an-
nual report on the workload of the Court of 
Appeals for Veteran Claims, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. KLEIN of Florida: 
H.R. 4085. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the 
penalty-free distributions from retirement 
plans to individuals called to active duty and 
the election to include combat pay as earned 
income for purposes of the earned income tax 
credit; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KLEIN of Florida: 
H.R. 4086. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the 
tax-free distributions from individual retire-
ment plans for charitable purposes and the 
deduction for State and local sales tax, and 
to extend the residential energy efficient 
property credit, the above the line deduction 
for eligible educator expenses, and the de-
duction for qualified tuition and related ex-
penses; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina: 
H.R. 4087. A bill to amend the Magnuson- 

Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act to extend the authorized time pe-
riod for rebuilding of certain overfished fish-
eries, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SHULER (for himself, Mr. 
BILBRAY, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. BISHOP 
of Georgia, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of 
Tennessee, Mr. BARROW, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Mr. SPACE, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. ROSS, Mr. TAYLOR, 
Mr. BOYD of Florida, Mr. DONNELLY, 
Mr. HILL, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BERRY, 
Mr. CARNEY, Mr. TANNER, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. COOPER, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. PAT-
RICK MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. BOREN, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mr. STUPAK, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. 
MELANCON, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. BAIRD, 
Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mrs. BOYDA of 
Kansas, Ms. BEAN, Mr. MCNERNEY, 
Mr. ARCURI, Mr. HODES, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. DEAL of 
Georgia, Mr. WAMP, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. RENZI, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. JONES of North Caro-
lina, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mr. POE, Mr. HAYES, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. SHUSTER, Ms. 
FALLIN, Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. MCHENRY, 
Mr. GRAVES, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. GARY 
G. MILLER of California, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. INGLIS of South Caro-
lina, Mr. GOODE, and Mr. GINGREY): 

H.R. 4088. A bill to provide immigration re-
form by securing America’s borders, clari-
fying and enforcing existing laws, and ena-
bling a practical employer verification pro-
gram; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, and in addition to the Committees on 
the Judiciary, Ways and Means, Education 
and Labor, Oversight and Government Re-

form, Armed Services, Agriculture, and Nat-
ural Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. FILNER (for himself, Mr. TIM 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
LATOURETTE): 

H.R. 4089. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the collective bar-
gaining rights and procedures for review of 
adverse actions of certain employees of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 4090. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exempt motor vehicle 
donations to certain charities from the limi-
tations on such donations; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER (for himself, Mr. 
LAMPSON, Mr. OBERSTAR, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. PICKERING, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, Mr. SOUDER, 
and Ms. BERKLEY): 

H.R. 4091. A bill to amend part E of title IV 
of the Social Security Act to promote the 
adoption of children with special needs; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEAL of Georgia: 
H.R. 4092. A bill to establish the 

Mountaintown National Scenic Area in the 
Chattahoochee National Forest, Georgia; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, and in 
addition to the Committee on Agriculture, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO (for himself, Mr. WU, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Ms. HOOLEY): 

H.R. 4093. A bill to amend the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act to provide for penalties and 
enforcement for intentionally taking pro-
tected avian species, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. FORBES (for himself and Mr. 
TERRY): 

H.R. 4094. A bill to amend the Adam Walsh 
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006 to 
modify the minimum standards required for 
the electronic monitoring units used in the 
pilot program for monitoring sexual offend-
ers; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOEKSTRA: 
H.R. 4095. A bill to direct the National 

Highway Traffic Safety Administration to 
conduct a rulemaking regarding the use of 
aspheric outside mirrors on passenger cars, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNTER: 
H.R. 4096. A bill to facilitate the ability of 

private property owners and local commu-
nities that manage public land to clear brush 
or make other modifications to their prop-
erty for the purpose of creating fire breaks 
in order to protect human lives and prop-
erty; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MEEK of Florida: 
H.R. 4097. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to prohibit the disposal by the 
Department of Defense of surplus military 
items designated as Identification Friend or 
Foe items, to amend title 18, United States 
Code, to make it a misdemeanor to possess 
or traffic in Identification Friend or Foe 
items, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period 
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to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 4098. A bill to revise the composition 

of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution so that all members are individ-
uals appointed by the President from a list 
of nominees submitted by the leadership of 
the Congress, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. SALI (for himself, Ms. BERK-
LEY, and Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania): 

H.R. 4099. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the rules relat-
ing to coins and bullion that may be held by 
individual retirement accounts and certain 
other individually-directed accounts; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. WOOLSEY (for herself, Mr. 
HARE, Mr. GORDON, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. LINDA 
T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mr. HONDA, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
and Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 4100. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to es-
tablish an instructional level assessment 
pilot program; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. 

By Ms. SHEA-PORTER (for herself and 
Mr. HAYES): 

H. Con. Res. 246. Concurrent resolution 
honoring the United States Marine Corps for 
serving and defending the United States on 
the anniversary of its founding on November 
10, 1775; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. LEE, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. MORAN of 
Virginia, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
WATT, and Mr. RUSH): 

H. Con. Res. 247. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for advancing vital United 
States interests through increased engage-
ment in health programs that alleviate dis-
ease and poverty, and reduce premature 
death in developing nations, especially 
through programs that combat high levels of 
infectious disease, improve children’s and 
women’s health, decrease malnutrition, re-
duce unintended pregnancies, fight the 
spread of HIV/AIDS, encourage healthy be-
haviors, and strengthen health care capac-
ity; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 
H. Con. Res. 248. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
should incorporate consideration of global 
warming and sea-level rise into the com-
prehensive conservation plans for coastal na-
tional wildlife refuges, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. KUCINICH: 
H. Res. 799. A resolution impeaching Rich-

ard B. Cheney, Vice President of the United 
States, of high crimes and misdemeanors; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LATHAM (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. WALBERG, 
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida, Mr. KUHL of New York, Mr. REY-
NOLDS, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. LOBIONDO, 
Mr. ISSA, Mr. HUNTER, Mrs. EMERSON, 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. 
SOUDER, Mr. KELLER, Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California, Mrs. MYRICK, 
Mr. BAKER, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. DREIER, Mr. WALSH of 
New York, Mr. SHAYS, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. KING of 
New York, Mr. WICKER, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, 
Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. BILBRAY, Mrs. 
BOYDA of Kansas, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 
SHULER, Mr. DOOLITTLE, and Mrs. 
SCHMIDT): 

H. Res. 800. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the issuance of State driver’s licenses or 
other government-issued photo identifica-
tion to illegal aliens; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mr. HARE, Mr. HOLT, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio, Mr. CARDOZA, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. 
SUTTON, Mr. COURTNEY, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. RICHARD-
SON, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont): 

H. Res. 803. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the House has lost confidence in the perform-
ance of Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion Chairwoman Nancy Nord, and urging 
the President to request her resignation; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. HOOLEY (for herself, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. HOLT, Mr. LARSON 
of Connecticut, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 
New York, Mr. MURTHA, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. FILNER, Mr. NAD-
LER, Ms. LEE, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
of California, Mr. STARK, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. BERKLEY, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. WYNN, Mr. ROTHMAN, 
Mr. WEXLER, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. WU, Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. REYES, Mr. BACA, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. WA-
TERS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mrs. 
BOYDA of Kansas, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. 
HOLDEN, and Mr. MICHAUD): 

H. Res. 804. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the House has lost confidence in the perform-
ance of Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion Chairman Nancy Nord, and urging the 
President to request her resignation; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself, Mr. BU-
CHANAN, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, 
Mr. JORDAN, Mr. WOLF, Mr. PENCE, 
Mr. PITTS, Mr. WELDON of Florida, 
Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
GINGREY, and Mr. INGLIS of South 
Carolina): 

H. Res. 805. A resolution honoring the life 
of Dr. D. James Kennedy; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

f 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 

were presented and referred as follows: 

211. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the House of Representatives of the State 
of Michigan, relative to House Resolution 
No. 156 encouraging the Congress of the 
United States and the Department of Agri-
culture to implement food policies that pro-
mote healthy food, farms, and communities 
by encouraging local production of fruits and 
vegetables by specialty crop farmers; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

212. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 183 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
continue exempting returning workers from 
the cap on H2B visas; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

213. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 175 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
reestablish medical care for certain veterans 
whose income and disability status disquali-
fied them for Department of Veterans Affairs 
medical care as of January 17, 2003; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California intro-

duced a bill (H.R. 4101) for the relief of Chris-
topher Freking; which was referred to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 60: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 74: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 89: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. 
H.R. 135: Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. JOHNSON 

of Georgia, and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 178: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 542: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 627: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 690: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 726: Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 821: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, and Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 840: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 871: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 882: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 887: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
H.R. 897: Mr. TOWNS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and 

Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 953: Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 971: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 1000: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. WEINER, and 

Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 1014: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 1078: Ms. ESHOO, Ms. MATSUI, and Ms. 

LEE. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 1102: Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 
H.R. 1112: Mr. DREIER. 
H.R. 1198: Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 

TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS. 

H.R. 1222: Mr. WALZ of Minnesota and Mr. 
COHEN. 

H.R. 1223: Mr. WALZ of Minnesota and Mr. 
COHEN. 

H.R. 1237: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. MEEK of 
Florida, and Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 1286: Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 1304: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 1314: Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 
H.R. 1363: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 1422: Mr. CARDOZA and Mrs. CAPPS. 
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H.R. 1440: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1456: Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 1576: Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. TOM 

DAVIS of Virginia, and Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 1582; Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 1590: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 1608: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1643: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. 
H.R. 1738: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 1746: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. 

RAMSTAD, and Mr. KIRK. 
H.R. 1829: Mr. FEENEY, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. 

REYNOLDS. 
H.R. 1881: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut and 

Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 1884: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. 

DEGETTE, and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 1919: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1992: Mr. BERRY, Mr. HOLT, Mr. ORTIZ, 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, and Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 2012: Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 2014: Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 2032: Mr. GORDON, Mr. PLATTS, and 

Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 2049: Mr. WEINER and Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 2054: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 2070: Mr. GORDON and Mr. KLEIN of 

Florida. 
H.R. 2075: Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. SERRANO, and 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 2164: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 2266: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina 

and Mr. GILCHREST. 
H.R. 2303: Mr. BOYD of Florida and Mr. 

ORTIZ. 
H.R. 2321: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-

GREN of California, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia, and Mrs. TAUSCHER. 

H.R. 2332: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. 
REGULA, Ms. FOXX, Mrs. BLACKBURN, and Mr. 
WELLER. 

H.R. 2425: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2464: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 2488: Mr. WHITFIELD. 
H.R. 2489: Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 2514: Ms. WATSON, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 

and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 2548: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2567: Mrs. CUBIN. 
H.R. 2620: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2651: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 2668: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. 

CHANDLER, and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2702: Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 
H.R. 2749: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 2762: Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 

MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. POE, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. HARE, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. 
CARDOZA, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
MEEK of Florida, and Mr. TIERNEY. 

H.R. 2802: Ms. DEGETTE and Mr. BISHOP of 
New York. 

H.R. 2880: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 2892: Ms. SCHWARTZ. 
H.R. 2894: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 

ENGEL, Mr. SERRANO, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. 
SCHMIDT, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. 
KIND, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. STEARNS, Ms. WAT-
SON, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
GILCHREST, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, 
Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. CARTER, Mr. JONES of 
North Carolina, Mr. WAMP, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
PENCE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. GORDON, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, 
and Mr. MEEKS of New York. 

H.R. 2927: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 3026: Mr. ALEXANDER. 
H.R. 3028: Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. HIRONO, and 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3042: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 3080: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 3090: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 3099: Mr. DENT, Mr. GERLACH, and Mr. 

ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3151: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 3167: Mr. MCNERNEY and Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 3175: Mr. PAYNE and Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 3219: Mr. NADLER and Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 3249: Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 3289: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3326: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 3331: Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 
H.R. 3357: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 3360: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. LEVIN, 

and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 3369: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3402: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 3453: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 3456: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 3507: Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 
H.R. 3508: Ms. FOXX, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. 

TERRY. 
H.R. 3533: Mr. BECERRA. 
H.R. 3544: Mr. INSLEE, Ms. BERKLEY, and 

Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 3547: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 3548: Mr. LANTOS. 
H.R. 3609: Mr. FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 

WYNN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, and Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 3616: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 3689: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 3691: Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 

MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 
REYES, and Mr. MEEKs of New York. 

H.R. 3700: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 3706: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3713: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 3738: Mr. EHLERS, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 

LATOURETTE, Mr. PETRI, and Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 3757: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 3781: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 3793: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MICHAUD, 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. SCHWARTZ, and 
Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 3797: Mr. HODES and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3812: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 3818: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. RENZI, Mr. 

CANNON, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. 
DEAL of Georgia. 

H.R. 3819: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3820: Mr. CAMP of Michigan. 
H.R. 3837: Mr. BACA, Mrs. BIGGERT, and 

Mrs. CAPITO. 
H.R. 3842: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3845: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 3846: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

HINOJOSA, Mr. WEINER, and Ms. CLARKE. 
H.R. 3850: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3861: Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 3882: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 

WAITE of Florida, Mr. COHEN, Ms. MATSUI, 
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. SNYDER, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HOLT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
HOLDEN, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. CARNEY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, and Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah. 

H.R. 3910: Mr. BACA and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3915: Mr. LATOURETTE and Ms. GIF-

FORDS. 
H.R. 3947: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 3981: Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 3989: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 3995: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4042: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 4044: Mr. KIRK, Mr. AL GREEN of 

Texas, Ms. SUTTON, and Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 4054: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. ABER-

CROMBIE, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
HOLT, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 
WEINER, and Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. 

H.R. 4060: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 4063: Mr. WYNN and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 4065: Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H.R. 4074: Mr. BACA. 
H.J. Res. 54: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania, Mr. CANNON, Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. HASTERT, and Mr. HOLT. 

H. Con. Res. 154: Mr. TERRY. 
H. Con. Res. 162: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. 

HODES. 
H. Con. Res. 163: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. NEAL 

of Massachusetts. 
H. Con. Res. 214: Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-

vania, Mr. COHEN, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of 
Florida, and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 

H. Con. Res. 223: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H. Con. Res. 235: Mr. GERLACH and Mr. 

BAKER. 
H. Con. Res. 237: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. 

MCNULTY. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. 

PEARCE, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. BURGESS, and Mrs. DRAKE. 

H. Res. 163: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. 
H. Res. 493: Mr. WALSH of New York, Mr. 

RADANOVICH, Mr. ROYCE, and Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H. Res. 556: Mr. POE and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H. Res. 690: Mrs. EMERSON, Ms. WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Ms. 
BERKLEY, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 
SIRES, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, and Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

H. Res. 695: Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 705: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas and Mr. 

GALLEGLY. 
H. Res. 711: Mrs. TAUSCHER. 
H. Res. 743: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. 

WEINER. 
H. Res. 760: Mr. PUTNAM. 
H. Res. 769: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H. Res. 771: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Mrs. 

MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H. Res. 783: Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 

GINGREY, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. TURNER, 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mrs. WILSON of New Mex-
ico, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mr. PICK-
ERING. 

H. Res. 784: Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. KUHL of New 
York, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. DAVID DAVIS 
of Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. 
CAMPBELL of California, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
NUNES, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. DAN-
IEL E. LUNGREN of California, Mr. SMITH of 
Nebraska, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HELLER, Mr. BU-
CHANAN, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. BROUN 
of Georgia, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. GER-
LACH, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. PETRI, 
Mr. TERRY, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
ROSKAM, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. WAMP, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. HALL of Texas, 
Mrs. BONO, Mr. MACK, Mr. KINGston, and Mr. 
SHUSTER. 

H. Res. 786: Mr. HALL of Texas, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida, Mr. MCCARTHY of California, 
Mr. PETRI, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. CANTOR, 
Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. BARRETT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. SHADEGG, 
Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. CAMPBELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. EVER-
ETT, Mr. RENZI, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. NUNES, 
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
HAYES, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. ADERHOLT, 
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Mr. ISSA, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. PUTNAM, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. HERGER, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. 
MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. PLATTS, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. CARTER, Mrs. CUBIN, Mrs. 
SCHMIDT, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. SMITH of Texas, 
Mr. REICHERT, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. BONO, Mr. MACK, Mrs. WILSON of 
New Mexico, Mr. WELLER, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
Mr. LINDER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. 
GRAVES, Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, Mr. 
DENT, Mr. GOODE, Mr. GOHMERT, and Mr. TIM 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

H. Res. 787: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H. Res. 795: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. HONDA. 
H. Res. 796: Ms. FOXX. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MR. MANZULLO 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 15, line 2, strike 
‘‘and’’. 

Page 15, line 5, strike the period and insert 
‘‘; and’’. 

Page 15, after line 5, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(6) the qualified resinsurance program and 
the State authorizing the program are not 
delinquent, as determined by the Secretary, 
with respect to any payment due under any 
loan previously made under this Act or 
under any other loan provided by any agency 
or establishment of the Federal Government 
to the program or the State for assistance in 
connection with a natural or other major 
disaster. 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MS. CASTOR 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 21, after line 25, in-
sert the following new subparagraphs: 

(C) limit new development and increases in 
density, intensity, or range of use allowances 
in zoning and planning programs in coastal 
and other areas subject to a higher risk of 
catastrophic financial loss from natural dis-
asters and catastrophic events, as such areas 
are determined in accordance with standards 
established by the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency and other appro-
priate agency heads; 

(D) limit rebuilding of substantially de-
molished structures after catastrophic 
events to current density, intensity, use, and 
structural limits; 

Page 22, line 1, strike ‘‘(C)’’ and insert 
‘‘(E)’’. 

Page 22, line 5, strike ‘‘(D)’’ and insert 
‘‘(F)’’. 

Page 22, line 12, strike ‘‘(E)’’ and insert 
‘‘(G)’’. 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MR. CAMPBELL OF CALIFORNIA 
AMENDMENT NO. 3: Page 2, line 5, before 

‘‘Homeowners’ ’’ insert ‘‘Business Owners’ 
and’ ’’. 

Page 6, line 15, before ‘‘homeowners’’ and 
insert ‘‘business owners and’’. 

Page 13, lines 5 and 6, strike ‘‘HOME-
OWNERS’’’. 

Page 13, line 13, before ‘‘homeowners’ ’’ in-
sert ‘‘property and’’. 

Page 18, line 9, strike ‘‘personal real’’. 
Page 20, line 25, insert ‘‘property and’’ 

after ‘‘all’’. 
H.R. 3355 

OFFERED BY: MR. MATHESON 
AMENDMENT NO. 4: Page 8, line 24, before 

the period insert the following: ‘‘, and the 

first such annual report shall include an as-
sessment of the costs to States and regions 
associated with catastrophe risk and an 
analysis of the costs and benefits, for States 
not participating in the Consortium, of such 
nonparticipation’’. 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MR. SHAYS 

AMENDMENT NO. 5: 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Commission on Natural Catastrophe 
Risk Management and Insurance Act of 
2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Establishment. 
Sec. 4. Membership. 
Sec. 5. Duties of the Commission. 
Sec. 6. Timing. 
Sec. 7. Powers of the Commission. 
Sec. 8. Commission personnel matters. 
Sec. 9. Termination. 
Sec. 10. Authorization of appropriations. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds that— 
(1) catastrophic hazards, including torna-

does, earthquakes, volcanoes, landslides, 
tsunamis, flooding, and hurricanes, directly 
affect hundreds of millions of people each 
year; 

(2) during the 1990s, 2,800 natural disasters 
killed more than 500,000 people and directly 
affected 1,300,000,000 people worldwide; 

(3) property damage from natural catas-
trophes has dramatically increased in recent 
decades, roughly doubling every seven 
years—a 14-fold increase over the past 40 
years; 

(4) risk costs have particularly soared in 
coastal areas, where hurricane frequency and 
severity has significantly increased, along 
with home values and building costs; 

(5) increased risk costs are being reflected 
in increased catastrophe insurance and rein-
surance costs; 

(6) an inefficient legal and regulatory envi-
ronment in some States has further exacer-
bated insurance cost increases, including 
through ineffective price controls, restric-
tions on capital movement, sub-optimal sol-
vency regulation, and duplicative or unnec-
essary regulation; 

(7) consumers further suffer from tem-
porary rate and availability volatility after 
major catastrophes while the marketplace 
adjusts to the losses; 

(8) government catastrophe mitigation re-
quirements have been sub-optimal, some-
times ineffective, and uncoordinated; 

(9) some State efforts to reduce insurance 
prices in catastrophe-prone areas have some-
times reduced long-term availability and 
competitive affordability of coverage, as well 
as subsidized excessive development in envi-
ronmentally sensitive areas at the expense of 
taxpayers; 

(10) several proposals have been introduced 
in the Congress to address the affordability 
of natural catastrophe insurance, but there 
is little consensus on the appropriate role of 
the Federal Government in facilitating the 
private insurance marketplace while avoid-
ing cross-subsidies; and 

(11) therefore, an efficient and effective ap-
proach to assessing natural catastrophe risk 
management and insurance is to establish a 
nonpartisan commission to study the man-
agement of natural catastrophe risk, and to 
require such commission to report to the 
Congress on its findings before the next hur-
ricane season begins. 

SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT. 

There is established a nonpartisan Com-
mission on Natural Catastrophe Risk Man-
agement and Insurance (in this Act referred 
to as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

SEC. 4. MEMBERSHIP. 

(a) APPOINTMENT.—The Commission shall 
be composed of 16 members, of whom— 

(1) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Majority Leader of the Senate; 

(2) 2 members shall be appointed by the Mi-
nority Leader of the Senate; 

(3) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives; 

(4) 2 members shall be appointed by the Mi-
nority Leader of the House of Representa-
tives; 

(5) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Chairman of the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate; 

(6) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Ranking Member of the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Sen-
ate; 

(7) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Chairman of the Committee on Financial 
Services of the House of Representatives; 
and 

(8) 2 members shall be appointed by the 
Ranking Member of the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(b) QUALIFICATION OF MEMBERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Members of the Commis-

sion shall be appointed under subsection (a) 
from among persons who— 

(A) have expertise in insurance, reinsur-
ance, insurance regulation, policyholder con-
cerns, emergency management, risk manage-
ment, public finance, financial markets, ac-
tuarial analysis, flood mapping and plan-
ning, structural engineering, building stand-
ards, land use planning, natural catas-
trophes, meteorology, seismology, environ-
mental issues, or other pertinent qualifica-
tions or experience; and 

(B) are not officers or employees of the 
United States Government or of any State 
government. 

(2) DIVERSITY.—In making appointments to 
the Commission— 

(A) every effort shall be made to ensure 
that the members are representative of a 
broad cross section of perspectives within 
the United States; and 

(B) each member of Congress described in 
subsection (a) shall appoint not more than 1 
person from any single primary area of ex-
pertise described in paragraph (1)(A) of this 
subsection. 

(c) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each member of the Com-

mission shall be appointed for the duration 
of the Commission. 

(2) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Commis-
sion shall not affect its powers, but shall be 
filled in the same manner as the original ap-
pointment. 

(d) QUORUM.— 
(1) MAJORITY.—A majority of the members 

of the Commission shall constitute a 
quorum, but a lesser number, as determined 
by the Commission, may hold hearings. 

(2) APPROVAL ACTIONS.—All recommenda-
tions and reports of the Commission required 
by this Act shall be approved only by a two- 
thirds vote of all of the members of the Com-
mission. 

(e) CHAIRPERSON.—The Commission shall, 
by majority vote of all of the members, se-
lect 1 member to serve as the Chairperson of 
the Commission (in this Act referred to as 
the ‘‘Chairperson’’). 

(f) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall meet 
at the call of its Chairperson or a majority of 
the members. 
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SEC. 5. DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION. 

The Commission shall examine and report 
to the Congress on the natural catastrophe 
insurance marketplace, including the extent 
to which insurance costs and availability are 
affected by the factors described in section 2, 
which factors the Federal Government can 
and should address to increase catastrophe 
insurance availability and competitiveness, 
and which actions the Federal Government 
can undertake to achieve this goal without 
requiring a long-term cross-subsidy from the 
taxpayers. In developing its report, the Com-
mission shall consider— 

(1) the current condition of, as well as the 
outlook for, the availability and afford-
ability of insurance and reinsurance for nat-
ural catastrophes in all regions of the United 
States; 

(2) the current ability of States, commu-
nities, and individuals to mitigate their nat-
ural catastrophe risks, including the afford-
ability and feasibility of such activities; 

(3) the impact of Federal and State laws, 
regulations, and policies (including rate reg-
ulation, market access requirements, rein-
surance regulations, accounting and tax poli-
cies, State residual markets, and State ca-
tastrophe funds) on— 

(A) the affordability and availability of ca-
tastrophe insurance; 

(B) the ability of the private insurance 
market to cover losses inflicted by natural 
catastrophes; 

(C) the commercial and residential devel-
opment of high-risk areas; and 

(D) the costs of natural catastrophes to 
Federal and State taxpayers; 

(4) the benefits and costs of— 
(A) a national, regional, or other pooling 

mechanism designed to provide adequate in-
surance coverage and increased underwriting 
capacity to insurers and reinsurers, includ-
ing private-public partnerships to increase 
insurance capacity in constrained markets, 
including proposed Federal natural catas-
trophe insurance programs (specifically ad-
dressing the costs to taxpayers, tax equity 
considerations, and the record of other gov-
ernment insurance programs, particularly 
with regard to charging actuarially sound 
prices); 

(B) improving Federal and State tax policy 
to allow insurers or individuals to set aside 
catastrophe reserves; 

(C) directing existing Federal agencies to 
begin selling catastrophe insurance to indi-
viduals; 

(D) creating a consortium of Federal and 
State officials to facilitate state catastrophe 
bonds and reinsurance purchasing as well as 
providing temporary Federal disaster loans 
to the States for insurance purposes; 

(E) expanding the Liability Risk Retention 
Act of 1986 to allow businesses to pool to-
gether to buy insurance and set up their own 
insurance funds; 

(F) providing temporary Federal assistance 
to low-income individual homeowners whose 
catastrophe insurance rates have increased 
beyond a certain level after a major disaster, 
with the possibility that the assistance 
would be repaid upon sale of the underlying 
home; 

(G) providing for limited Federal develop-
ment and oversight of the sale of catastrophe 
insurance in high-risk areas during periods 
of relative unavailability; and 

(H) facilitating further growth of the ca-
tastrophe bond marketplace and other com-
petitive alternatives to the traditional insur-
ance and reinsurance marketplace; 

(5) the present and long-term financial con-
dition of State residual markets and catas-
trophe funds in high-risk regions, including 
the likelihood of insolvency following a nat-
ural catastrophe, the concentration of risks 
within such funds, the reliance on post-event 

assessments and State funding, the adequacy 
of rates, and the degree to which such enti-
ties have been actuarially solvent in com-
parison to comparably sized private insurers; 

(6) the need for strengthened land use regu-
lations and building codes in States at high 
risk for natural catastrophes, and methods 
to strengthen the risk assessment and en-
forcement of structural mitigation and vul-
nerability reduction measures, such as zon-
ing and building code compliance; 

(7) the ability of the private insurance 
market in the United States— 

(A) to cover insured losses caused by nat-
ural catastrophes, including an estimate of 
the maximum amount of insured losses that 
could be sustained during a single year and 
the probability of natural catastrophes oc-
curring in a single year that would inflict 
more insured losses than the United States 
insurance and reinsurance markets could 
sustain; and 

(B) to recover after covering substantial 
insured losses caused by natural catas-
trophes; 

(8) the impact that demographic trends 
could have on the amount of insured losses 
inflicted by future natural catastrophes; 

(9) the appropriate role, if any, for the Fed-
eral Government in stabilizing the property 
and casualty insurance and reinsurance mar-
kets; and 

(10) the role of the Federal, State, and 
local governments in providing incentives 
for feasible risk mitigation efforts. 
SEC. 6. TIMING. 

Before the beginning of the 2008 hurricane 
season, which for purposes of this section 
shall be considered to be June 1, 2008, the 
Commission shall submit to the Committee 
on Financial Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate a 
final report containing— 

(1) a detailed statement of the findings and 
assessments conducted by the Commission 
pursuant to section 5; and 

(2) specific and detailed recommendations 
for legislative, regulatory, administrative, 
or other actions at the Federal, State, or 
local levels that the Commission considers 
appropriate, in accordance with the require-
ments of section 5. 
SEC. 7. POWERS OF THE COMMISSION. 

(a) MEETINGS; HEARINGS.—The Commission 
may hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, and 
receive such evidence as the Commission 
considers necessary to carry out the pur-
poses of this Act. Members may attend meet-
ings of the Commission and vote in person, 
via telephone conference, or via video con-
ference. 

(b) AUTHORITY OF MEMBERS OR AGENTS OF 
THE COMMISSION.—Any member or agent of 
the Commission may, if authorized by the 
Commission, take any action which the 
Commission is authorized to take by this 
Act. 

(c) OBTAINING OFFICIAL DATA.— 
(1) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any pro-

vision of section 552a of title 5, United States 
Code, the Commission may secure directly 
from any department or agency of the 
United States any information necessary to 
enable the Commission to carry out this Act. 

(2) PROCEDURE.—Upon request of the Chair-
person, the head of such department or agen-
cy shall furnish to the Commission the infor-
mation requested. 

(d) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission 
may use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Fed-
eral Government. 

(e) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT SERVICES.— 
Upon the request of the Commission, the Ad-

ministrator of General Services shall provide 
to the Commission, on a reimbursable basis, 
any administrative support services nec-
essary for the Commission to carry out its 
responsibilities under this Act. 

(f) ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS.—The Commission 
may accept, hold, administer, and utilize 
gifts, donations, and bequests of property, 
both real and personal, for the purposes of 
aiding or facilitating the work of the Com-
mission. The Commission shall issue inter-
nal guidelines governing the receipt of dona-
tions of services or property. 

(g) VOLUNTEER SERVICES.—Notwith-
standing the provisions of section 1342 of 
title 31, United States Code, the Commission 
may accept and utilize the services of volun-
teers serving without compensation. The 
Commission may reimburse such volunteers 
for local travel and office supplies, and for 
other travel expenses, including per diem in 
lieu of subsistence, as authorized by section 
5703 of title 5, United States Code. 

(h) FEDERAL PROPERTY AND ADMINISTRA-
TIVE SERVICES ACT OF 1949.—Subject to the 
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act of 1949, the Commission may enter 
into contracts with Federal and State agen-
cies, private firms, institutions, and individ-
uals for the conduct of activities necessary 
to the discharge of its duties and responsibil-
ities. 

(i) LIMITATION ON CONTRACTS.—A contract 
or other legal agreement entered into by the 
Commission may not extend beyond the date 
of the termination of the Commission. 
SEC. 8. COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS. 

(a) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The members of 
the Commission shall be allowed travel ex-
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, at rates authorized for employees of 
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, while away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Commis-
sion. 

(b) SUBCOMMITTEES.—The Commission may 
establish subcommittees and appoint mem-
bers of the Commission to such subcommit-
tees as the Commission considers appro-
priate. 

(c) STAFF.—Subject to such policies as the 
Commission may prescribe, the Chairperson 
may appoint and fix the pay of such addi-
tional personnel as the Chairperson con-
siders appropriate to carry out the duties of 
the Commission. The Commission shall con-
firm the appointment of the executive direc-
tor by majority vote of all of the members of 
the Commission. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN CIVIL SERV-
ICE LAWS.—Staff of the Commission may be— 

(1) appointed without regard to the provi-
sions of title 5, United States Code, gov-
erning appointments in the competitive 
service; and 

(2) paid without regard to the provisions of 
chapter 51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of 
that title relating to classification and Gen-
eral Schedule pay rates, except that an indi-
vidual so appointed may not receive pay in 
excess of the annual rate of basic pay pre-
scribed for GS–15 of the General Schedule 
under section 5332 of that title. 

(e) EXPERTS AND CONSULTANTS.—In car-
rying out its objectives, the Commission 
may procure temporary and intermittent 
services of consultants and experts under 
section 3109(b) of title 5, United States Code, 
at rates for individuals which do not exceed 
the daily equivalent of the annual rate of 
basic pay prescribed for GS–15 of the General 
Schedule under section 5332 of that title. 

(f) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Upon request of the Chairperson, any Fed-
eral Government employee may be detailed 
to the Commission to assist in carrying out 
the duties of the Commission— 
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(1) on a reimbursable basis; and 
(2) such detail shall be without interrup-

tion or loss of civil service status or privi-
lege. 
SEC. 9. TERMINATION. 

The Commission shall terminate 90 days 
after the date on which the Commission sub-
mits its report under section 6. 
SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Commission, such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this Act, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

H.R. 3355 

OFFERED BY: MR. ROSKAM 

AMENDMENT NO. 6: Page 21, strike lines 21 
through 25. 

Page 22, line 1, strike ‘‘(C)’’ and insert 
‘‘(B)’’. 

Page 22, line 5, strike ‘‘(D)’’ and insert 
‘‘(C)’’. 

Page 22, line 12, strike ‘‘(E)’’ and insert 
‘‘(D)’’. 

Page 22, line 17, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 22, after line 17, insert the following 

new paragraph: 
(7) develops, maintains, and enforces best 

practices in building codes that the Sec-
retary deems adequate to address the nat-
ural disaster exposures of the State, taking 
into consideration the geography, catas-
trophe risk, and building patterns in the 
State; and 

Page 22, line 18, strike ‘‘(7)’’ and insert 
‘‘(8)’’. 

H.R. 3355 

OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 7: Page 24, line 7, strike 
‘‘section 301’’ and insert ‘‘section 301 and has 
been certified by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury that it does not significantly reduce or 
displace private sector competition’’. 

H.R. 3355 

OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 8: Page 18, after line 14, in-
sert the following new subsection: 

(g) LIMITING FEDERAL LOANS TO ONLY CAT-
ASTROPHIC EVENTS.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (d) and (e), the Secretary shall not 
make any subsidized loans under this section 

unless it determines that a natural disaster, 
or series of natural disasters, has occurred 
causing homeowners insurance losses that 
either— 

(1) exceed the capacity of the insurance in-
dustry for that region; or 

(2) exceed the amount equal to such losses 
projected to incur from a natural disaster 
event or events having losses of a magnitude 
such that the event or events occur once 
every 100 years in the United States for 
homeowners insurance with respect to the 
covered peril. 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 9: Page 24, after line 14, in-
sert the following new section: 
SEC. 303. REQUIREMENT OF OFFSETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No amounts made avail-
able by this Act, authorization of appropria-
tions made by this Act, or any other provi-
sion of this Act that results in costs to the 
Federal Government shall be effective except 
to the extent that this Act provides for off-
setting decreases in spending of the Federal 
Government, such that the net effect of this 
Act does not either increase the Federal def-
icit or reduce the Federal surplus. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘‘deficit’’ and ‘‘surplus’’ have the 
meanings given such terms in the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.). 

Page 24, line 15, strike ‘‘SEC. 303.’’ and in-
sert ‘‘SEC. 304.’’ 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MR. ROSKAM 

AMENDMENT NO. 10: Page 17, line 2, strike 
‘‘and’’ and insert a comma. 

Page 17, line 8, before the period insert the 
following: ‘‘, and that the qualified reinsur-
ance program has retained sufficient losses 
in excess of the amount of losses that would 
result from a single event of a catastrophic 
peril covered by the program of such mag-
nitude that it has a one percent chance of 
being equaled or exceeded in any year, as de-
termined by the Secretary’’. 

H.R. 3355 
OFFERED BY: MR. PUTNAM 

AMENDMENT NO. 11: Page 20, line 12, after 
the period insert the following: ‘‘No Federal 

funds of any kind or from any source (includ-
ing any disaster or other financial assist-
ance, loan proceeds, and any other assistance 
or subsidy) may be used to repay any loan 
made under this title.’’ 

H.R. 3355 

OFFERED BY: MS. GINNY BROWN-WAITE OF 
FLORIDA 

Amendment No. 12: Page 22, line 11, strike 
‘‘and’’. 

Page 22, after line 17 insert the following 
new subparagraph: 

(F) prohibit price gouging in any disaster 
area located within the State; and 

Page 24, after line 3 insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(3) PRICE GOUGING.—The term ‘‘price 
gouging’’ means the providing of any con-
sumer good or service by a supplier related 
to repair or restoration of property damaged 
from a catastrophe for a price that the sup-
plier knows or has reason to know is greater, 
by at least the percentage set forth in a 
State law or regulation prohibiting such act 
(not withstanding any real cost increase due 
to any attendant business risk and other rea-
sonable expenses that result from the major 
catastrophe involved), than the price 
charged by the supplier for such consumer 
good or service immediately before the dis-
aster. 

Page 24, line 4, redesignate paragraph (3) as 
paragraph (4). 

Page 24, line 8, redesignate paragraph (4) as 
paragraph (5). 

Page 24, line 10, redesignate paragraph (5) 
as paragraph (6). 

H.R. 3355 

OFFERED BY: MR. ROSKAM 

AMENDMENT NO. 13: Page 17, line 2, strike 
‘‘and’’ and insert a comma. 

Page 17, line 8, before the period insert the 
following: ‘‘, and that the qualified reinsur-
ance program has retained losses in excess of 
the amount of losses that would result from 
a single event of a catastrophic peril covered 
by the program of such magnitude that it 
has a one percent chance of being equaled or 
exceeded in any year, as determined by the 
Secretary’’. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JON 
TESTER, a Senator from the State of 
Montana. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
O God, most holy, You are more 

ready to hear us than we are to pray, 
for You know our needs before we ask 
for help. Give us listening ears, respon-
sive hearts, and willing spirits. 

Bless our Senators. Fill their lives 
with meaning and shower them with 
Your wisdom. Reveal the issues that 
matter most so their labors will glorify 
You. Let Your love sustain them 
through the welter and variety of the 
legislative process. Finally, keep them 
from becoming weary in well doing. As 
they listen to Your commands, give 
them the assurance of a sure harvest. 

We pray in Your righteous Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JON TESTER led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, November 6, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JON TESTER, a Sen-

ator from the State of Montana, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. TESTER thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, there will 
be a period for the transaction of morn-
ing business for 1 hour today. Senators 
are permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each, with the times equally 
divided and controlled, with the Repub-
licans controlling the first half and the 
majority controlling the final half. 

At the close of morning business, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
H.R. 2419, the farm bill. As a reminder, 
the Senate will stand in recess today 
from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15 p.m. for the re-
spective party conference meetings. 

I mentioned yesterday that we have a 
lot to do this week, and we do. I have 
spoken with the Republican leader. The 
House is going to pass the conference 
report on Labor-HHS. As part of that 
conference report, there will also be 
military construction and the vet-
erans’ benefits. I have been told there 
is going to be a point of order raised 
against the military construction-VA 
aspect of that bill. In fact, if that is the 
case, we can set it up very quickly, as 
I explained to my Republican counter-
part, to find out if there are 60 votes 
for that bill without the necessity of 
filing cloture. If, in fact, there are not 
60 votes, that part, of course, will be 
peeled off, and we will pass the Labor- 
HHS bill, and it will go back to the 
House. The House will concur in what 
we had done, and the President would 
be sent the Labor-HHS bill alone. We 

need to accomplish that work this 
week. We need to get our first appro-
priations bill to him—or bills, what-
ever the result. 

As we speak—we started 5 minutes 
ago—the House and Senate conferees 
are meeting on the Defense appropria-
tions bill. That conference will be 
wrapped up fairly soon. There has been 
a lot of preconference work done on the 
bill. We have Senators STEVENS and 
INOUYE who have worked that bill for 
many years. They do very well with 
their House counterparts. 

It is a huge bill. I don’t know the 
exact amount—$470 billion or some 
such amount. In addition to that, I 
think, as I told my friend, the Repub-
lican leader, the senior Senator from 
Kentucky, a continuing resolution will 
be put on the Defense bill just as it was 
done last year when Senator FRIST was 
majority leader. That we should get 
soon. We will get it in the next couple 
of days. And we have to finish that leg-
islation before we leave this week. 

It is extremely important that we 
don’t wait until the last minute next 
week to take care of the Defense appro-
priations bill and the continuing reso-
lution. That will leave us plenty to do 
next week. We have a lot to do, not the 
least of which is the Mukasey nomina-
tion which the Judiciary Committee 
will take care of this morning. That 
meeting also started 5 minutes ago. 

We are on the farm bill. I will have 
more to say about the farm bill a little 
later, but I do want to say this regard-
ing procedures and the farm bill. I have 
had some real good teachers over the 
years as to how to handle legislation. 
Some of those teachers have been my 
Republican counterparts. No one was 
more versed in so-called filling the tree 
than my friend, the distinguished Sen-
ator from Mississippi, Mr. LOTT. 

We have just a few days until we 
break for Thanksgiving. This bill, the 
farm bill, is a tax bill. It has tax provi-
sions in it. So I want to make sure ev-
eryone understands we should do all 
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relevant amendments to the farm bill. 
There is no problem with that. That is 
what I said we would do. But this bill, 
as I have indicated, as I learned from 
my friends in past years from teachers 
such as Senator LOTT, Senator DOLE, 
and Democratic leaders, of course, is 
you have to be very careful in the wan-
ing days of any work period because 
any one Senator can shut this place 
down. 

So on the farm bill, that is not going 
to be the case. We are going to work to 
complete the farm bill. It is a good, bi-
partisan bill. There should be amend-
ments offered. We have a number of bi-
partisan amendments that must be of-
fered. We have one amendment that 
Senator DORGAN and Senator GRASSLEY 
are ready to offer on payment limits. 
We have Senators LUGAR and LAUTEN-
BERG who want to offer a whole sub-
stitute for this legislation. So I hope 
we can get to this legislation. 

I have been told one of the things the 
Republicans will do in protest of what 
I am doing, which has been done count-
less other times in the past, is to go 
into a quorum call and prevent us from 
doing work on the farm bill. Everyone 
has a right to do that. We will have a 
few live quorums. If people don’t want 
to do work on the farm bill, that is 
their right as a Senator. 

The farm bill is something I believe 
we should do. I am certainly not going 
to file cloture on the farm bill this 
week. So if my friends on the other 
side of the aisle just want to have us 
sit in a quorum call and not do any 
work on the farm bill and not do our 
other work, that is fine. I don’t think 
it is very productive when I have indi-
cated the farm bill is certainly one 
where we can offer amendments relat-
ing to it, that will be relevant to the 
farm bill. 

I, at a subsequent time prior to our 
getting on the bill, which will be an 
hour or so from now, will make sure I 
ask consent that we handle this bill 
with relevant amendments. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
time I use and the time my distin-
guished friend uses not count against 
the hour for morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, yesterday 
we reached another tragic milestone in 
Iraq. It seems it never stops. We lost 
five young American soldiers. That 
means 2007 has been the deadliest year 
for our troops in the entire war. In just 
a few months, we will be starting the 
sixth year of this war. We have almost 
completed 5 years of the war. Our 
thoughts have to be, as they should be, 
with the families of the five latest 
American victims of the civil war in 
Iraq. Our hearts go out to the fami-
lies—several score have been Nevada 
families—a total of about almost 3,900 
now, young men and women who have 

lost their lives, and to the more than 
30,000 who have been gravely wounded. 

This war has caused so much suf-
fering in America where losses con-
tinue to rise, not only in the loss of life 
and injury to our valiant troops but 
our Treasury. The Joint Economic 
Committee is going to come out with a 
report soon showing it to be in the tril-
lions of dollars this war has cost our 
country. That means our Treasury is 
going to be depleted for generations to 
come. 

No one doubts that our military is 
battered, scarred, and stretched to the 
limit. And let’s not forget about what 
is going on in Iraq. It is estimated that 
2 million people have left the country. 
This was a country of about 25 million 
people when the invasion took place. 
We learned today that 2.3 million civil-
ians are now displaced, fleeing from 
their homes, their neighborhoods, their 
schools, places of worship. Violence is 
down, and certainly that is important 
and good, but many of the experts are 
saying one reason the violence is down 
is that so much ethnic cleansing has 
already taken place. It is true they 
found 35 or 40 dead bodies today, and 
they are still finding them—not to the 
amount they were finding before. They 
were finding more than 100 a day. Many 
of the areas have been ethnically 
cleansed. 

Two-thirds of the displaced are chil-
dren under the age of 12. This humani-
tarian crisis rages with no end in sight. 
Two-thirds of the 2.3 million displaced 
are kids under 12. By the most critical 
benchmarks, President Bush’s flawed 
strategy on Iraq is making America 
not more secure but less secure. 

We are seeing no signs of meaningful 
progress on political reconciliation, 
which is the key to success in Iraq. We 
have a civil war going on with the Pal-
estinians. Two factions are at war. We 
have Lebanon, in effect, with an elec-
tion that cannot be held because of 
civil strife in that country. We have 
Iran which is causing trouble in the 
whole region. And if a civil war in Iraq 
were not bad enough, now we have 
100,000 Turkish troops who have gath-
ered on the northern borders of Iraq. 

Our brave troops, more than 160,000 of 
them, are giving everything they have 
to this war. Far too many of them have 
been buried; far too many face lives 
forever marred by physical and psycho-
logical wounds. Yet for all of our 
troops’ sacrifice and suffering, Iraqi 
politicians are doing basically nothing. 
President Bush has said: As they step 
up, we stand down. They have not 
stepped up. 

What better reminder do we need 
than the crisis in Pakistan that the 
world can change overnight? It is time 
to rebuild our military to refocus on 
the war on terror and the grave chal-
lenges that face us throughout the 
globe, not just in Iraq. We must repair 
the readiness of the Army and Marine 
Corps, the finest fighting force in the 
world, but a force that is under great 
strain. One only need look at the lead-

er of the Army, General Casey. He is 
saying that right now, and he has testi-
fied under oath to that effect. We must 
be prepared to respond to new chal-
lenges. We must have the strength and 
flexibility to promote freedom and de-
fend human rights when they are at-
tacked. We must refocus our efforts on 
bin Laden and al-Qaida who threaten 
our safety, and it is long past time to 
give our troops the hero’s welcome 
they so bravely earned. They need to 
come home. 

After years of the Republican under-
funding of veterans’ care, Democrats 
have provided $4 billion above the 
President’s request to make this fail-
ure right. President Bush remains ob-
stinate. His allies in Congress have re-
mained loyal. They have blocked our 
efforts so far, but we will continue 
fighting to give our troops and all 
Americans the new course in Iraq they 
deserve. 

f 

FARM BILL 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, on the farm 

bill, it is a 5-year bill, scored at about 
$280 billion. It is a bill we need to look 
at the positive aspects of, and I have 
done that on a number of occasions. 

The nutrition title is one of the 
bright spots of the bill. Food stamp re-
cipients under the bill will be allowed 
to spend more on childcare and remain 
eligible, as well as save more for edu-
cation and retirement without losing 
their benefits. Minimum benefits will 
rise. Funding for buying surplus food 
stuffs for food banks and other relief 
organizations have increased by $100 
million each year. That includes over 
$1 billion for the School Lunch Pro-
gram to provide fresh fruits and vege-
tables to these schools. 

There are many other good things in 
this bill, and I was disappointed the 
President again talked about a veto. 
This is a new word in his vocabulary, 
because in the first 6 years of his Presi-
dency, he basically never used the 
word. I should say the first 7 years. One 
year from today, we will have elections 
for a new President. So in the last 12 
months, in this man’s Presidency, he 
has come up with a new word, ‘‘veto.’’ 
Everything is veto—CHIP, WRDA, ap-
propriations bills, farm bills. 

Yesterday, I came to the floor to ex-
press my optimism for the farm bill. I 
said the bill is an example of the good 
work that can come when both sides of 
the aisle work together. Chairman 
HARKIN and Senators BAUCUS, 
CHAMBLISS, and GRASSLEY have done 
that. I also said this bill would receive 
floor time for amendments dealing 
with the farm bill. Apparently, the 
good work and good faith put toward 
this bill by Democrats and Republicans 
does not count for much for the Presi-
dent. Yesterday afternoon, Acting Sec-
retary of Agriculture Chuck Connors 
announced the President’s intent to 
veto the farm bill—before it has been 
debated, before amendments are of-
fered, and before, of course, it is 
passed. 
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Here we go again, I guess is what peo-

ple are saying. The President has now 
threatened to veto 11 of 12 appropria-
tions bills, including Labor-HHS, which 
provides crucial funding for schools, 
medical research, and police. He said 
he is going to veto WRDA, which 
passed the Senate with 81 votes. 

I am not alone when I say this latest 
veto threat of the farm bill rings kind 
of hollow. It rings hollow because Sec-
retary Johanns went around the coun-
try giving lectures about the current 
payments system, what a bad deal it 
was. Yet the Bush administration had 
every opportunity to fix the issue of 
nonfarmers receiving farm payments. 
This is what Johanns loved to go 
around the country saying. Why don’t 
they fix this? He is the Secretary of 
Agriculture, part of the Bush adminis-
tration. Yet even though he has gone 
around and given PowerPoint presen-
tations to this effect, he should have 
been giving a PowerPoint presentation 
of why the Bush administration hasn’t 
done anything to fix it. It can all be 
done by changing regulations. You 
don’t need to change the law. 

What they now blame Congress for 
failing to do, they could have re-
formed—the ‘‘actively engaged’’ farm-
ing payments system—right now. That 
is what they talk about all the time. 
They talk about people in apartment 
houses drawing benefits. They can 
change it. The President can do that. 
He has the power to do that. We gave 
him the power to do that. We passed a 
bill 20 years ago that reformed the 
process. Yet an April 2004 study by the 
General Accounting Office determined 
the Bush Department of Agriculture’s 
track record in implementing this re-
form was, at best, halfhearted, and 
that is being generous. 

A problem exists in the farming pay-
out structure. We have all heard of in-
dividuals who live in the city but claim 
they are farmers and receive a subsidy. 
The Bush administration could change 
that with a regulation. The farm bill 
begins to tackle that problem—a prob-
lem that exists, in large part, because 
the Bush administration has failed to 
address it. 

Now, the President plans to veto a 
bill that reforms the payment process, 
while maintaining the President’s ad-
ministrative authority to act on it. 
This bill takes reform seriously. If 
President Bush were serious about it as 
well, rather than just looking at polit-
ical points, he would do something 
about it. He has the power to do some-
thing about it. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader. 

f 

VA–MILCON APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
are now in the sixth week of the 2008 
fiscal year, and the majority still 

hasn’t sent a single funding bill to the 
President for the 2007 fiscal year. It has 
been 20 years—20 years—since Congress 
has waited this late in the year to send 
a single appropriations bill to the 
President. The Veterans appropriations 
bill, for example, passed the Senate 2 
months ago but is still sitting in Con-
gress. 

So why do our friends on the other 
side of the aisle continue to drag their 
feet on this very important measure? 
We know everyone agrees the bill is 
important and needed. We know our 
veterans have sacrificed for our coun-
try, and it is our duty—our duty—to 
provide for them. We know the bill 
holds wide bipartisan support, and the 
military construction part of the bill is 
important for providing housing, readi-
ness, and improved quality of life for 
our troops. We also know the President 
will sign the veterans bill into law 
when he gets it. So why hasn’t this bill 
been brought to the floor for a vote? 
Why haven’t we had a vote on the vet-
erans conference report? Shouldn’t we 
put aside the gamesmanship and send 
this bill to the President so it can be 
signed before November 11, which hap-
pens to be Veterans Day? 

The majority has decided it wants to 
tie the veterans bill, which will be 
signed into law, to the Labor bill, 
which is approximately $9 billion over 
the President’s request, which, of 
course, will be vetoed. Now, some have 
said $9 billion is not much of a dif-
ference, but to put it into context, $9 
billion is more than the individual 
budgets of 33 of our States. It is more 
than the entire yearly budget for the 
FBI. It is more than the budget of the 
U.S. Coast Guard. More than that, this 
figure will serve as a starting point for 
next year’s budget, and that will serve 
as the starting point for the year after 
that. In short, this increase will com-
pound into $120 billion in more Wash-
ington spending over the next 10 years. 

To put this in context, for American 
taxpayers, for this same amount of 
money, we could have, instead, made 
permanent marriage penalty relief and 
permanent the expensing for small 
business and have increased taxpayers’ 
standard deduction or we could have 
provided a 2-year alternative minimum 
tax patch. 

So why attach a bill that overspends 
so dramatically it would not be signed 
into law and further postpone funding 
for our veterans? Our veterans deserve 
better. We shouldn’t penalize them for 
the mismanagement and overspending 
of this Congress. We have a responsi-
bility to send the veterans bill to the 
President at the earliest possible time. 
Providing funding to our veterans by 
Veterans Day, November 11, is still a 
realistic and attainable goal, and Con-
gress should do it. 

The election was 1 year ago. It is 
time to get serious about funding our 
veterans. We must remember our cur-
rent force is composed entirely of vol-
unteers, and they have earned our sup-
port. If our colleagues are serious, they 

will bring the veterans bill to the floor. 
No gimmicks, no games. Let us get it 
done before Veterans Day. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to a period of 
morning business for 60 minutes, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each, with the time equally 
divided and controlled between the 
leaders or their designees, with Repub-
licans controlling the first half and the 
majority controlling the final half. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Georgia. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE GOOD WORK OF 
ED AND MARY ETTEL 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, it is 
a pleasure to rise today to recognize 
the work of some remarkable Geor-
gians, Ed and Mary Ettel, of Marietta, 
who happen to be in the gallery this 
morning. The Ettels have worked to-
gether in their community to help 
touch the lives of our men and women 
in uniform. Guided by the Any Soldier 
Foundation, Ed and Mary send re-
quested goods to our soldiers serving in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, Kyrgyzstan, Soma-
lia, and Kosovo. Soldiers can go to 
www.anysoldier.com and request what 
specifically they need and want. Good 
people such as the Ettels are making 
sure these soldiers’ requests do not go 
unnoticed. 

Serving 4 years of Active Duty in the 
U.S. Navy and 22 years on Reserve 
Duty, Ed Ettel undoubtedly knows 
what it means to sacrifice for his coun-
try. However, his loyalties to his fellow 
men and women in uniform did not end 
with his retirement. Together with his 
wife Mary, and daughters Erin and Ali-
son, the Ettels committed themselves 
to being a support group for those who 
are serving overseas today. 

For the Ettels, many Saturdays over 
the past 2 years have been similar to 
last Saturday. The smell of pancakes 
usually welcomes 40 volunteers arriv-
ing at the Ettel’s house at Sope Creek 
Farm. After breakfast, the volunteers 
pick a soldier’s request from the Any 
Soldier Web site, take it into the in-
ventory room, and pack boxes with 
food, magazines, school supplies, cloth-
ing, toys or Christmas decorations. 
They also include a handwritten letter 
of support to each individual soldier, 
thanking them for their service. 

Because of the Ettels’ community 
leadership and the help they have re-
ceived from the other members of the 
Mount Bethel United Methodist Church 
in Marietta, volunteers have been able 
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to collectively send 496 boxes, weighing 
over 4 tons, to servicemembers in thea-
ters around the globe. 

One of the most fulfilling parts of the 
experience for these volunteers is how 
the soldiers respond. There have been 
countless thank-you and appreciation 
notes sent from the soldiers, letting 
them know how great it is that people 
back home support them and acknowl-
edge the sacrifices they are making. 

It is unclear whether the motivation 
behind the Ettels’ generosity comes 
from Mary’s history as a public servant 
in our school system, Ed’s service to 
his country in the Navy as well as the 
Navy Reserve or if it is out of sheer 
gratitude for the Nation in which they 
live. It is clear the Ettels’ appreciation 
for the troops and their love of country 
has been contagious among civic orga-
nizations, school groups, church 
groups, businesses, and fellow members 
of their community. 

People such as the Ettels make this 
Nation the greatest in the world. I am 
proud to say such patriotic Americans 
live in my home State of Georgia. 
Words cannot express America’s grati-
tude for our Armed Forces and their 
service and sacrifice for this Nation. As 
Veterans Day approaches, we should all 
remember to acknowledge those sac-
rifices, and I challenge all Americans 
to follow the lead of Mary and Ed Ettel 
in finding a way to say thank you. 

IRAQ 
Mr. President, I also rise today to 

discuss the progress we are making in 
Iraq. Over the past few months, we 
have witnessed some encouraging de-
velopments, and I think it is important 
to acknowledge the successes of our 
men and women in uniform and the 
successes of the Iraqi people in helping 
to secure their own Nation. 

Since the troop surge was fully im-
plemented, in June 2007, we have seen a 
steady decline in Iraqi civilian deaths, 
a decline in the number of bombings, 
and a decline in the number of inci-
dents involving the most deadly form 
of roadside bombs known as explosively 
formed penetrators. 

We have sent our forces into Iraqi 
neighborhoods in order to root out ex-
tremists and gain the trust and con-
fidence of the people, and we are seeing 
encouraging results. Since the surge of 
operations began in June, the number 
of IED attacks per week has declined 
by half. U.S. military deaths have fall-
en to their lowest level in 19 months. 

One year ago, Al Anbar was thought 
to be lost to the enemy. At the time, 
al-Qaida staged a parade in the city 
streets to flaunt its control. Last week, 
there was another parade in Al Anbar 
Province. Only this time it was a pa-
rade of Iraqi citizens and Iraqi forces 
who had reclaimed their homes and 
driven the terrorists out. Iraqi forces 
have now assumed responsibility for se-
curity in 8 of the 18 Iraqi provinces. 
Across the country, brave Iraqis are in-
creasingly taking on responsibility for 
their own safety and security. 

The improvements we are witnessing 
in Iraq further confirm the report 

given by GEN David Petraeus, Com-
manding General of the Multinational 
Forces in Iraq, before Congress in Sep-
tember regarding the troop surge. 
While testifying before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, he stated: 

The military objectives of the surge are in 
large measure being met. In recent months, 
in the face of tough enemies and the brutal 
summer heat of Iraq, coalition and Iraqi se-
curity forces have achieved progress in this 
arena. 

Our enemies see the changes under-
way and increasingly fear they are on 
the wrong side of events. Day by day, 
our forces are seizing the initiative 
from the enemy. Osama bin Laden, who 
is in hiding out of fear of U.S. forces, 
has publicly expressed concern about 
al-Qaida’s recent setback in Iraq. In an 
audiotape, he talks about the mistakes 
al-Qaida has made and urges terrorists 
to overcome what he says are growing 
divisions in their ranks. 

This return on our success in Iraq 
means we are slowly beginning to bring 
some of our forces home, and we are 
doing it from a position of strength. 
The military did not replace 2,200 Ma-
rines who came home from Al Anbar 
Province in September, and we will 
also bring home an Army combat bri-
gade, for a total force reduction of 5,700 
troops by Christmas. 

While there is good news in Iraq, 
news that is important for the Amer-
ican people to hear, there are also re-
maining challenges we need to be real-
istic about. Parts of Iraq continue to 
be violent and difficult. 

The terrorists are still capable of car-
rying out attacks that will dominate 
headlines, and the Iraqi security forces 
will continue to require U.S. support. 
Now is certainly not the time to give 
up, restrict funding, or set a surrender 
date, as some in this body have argued 
we should do. 

As we continue to debate Iraq in the 
body in the coming months, I hope we 
can all acknowledge there has been 
real progress, and work together to en-
sure this progress is not wasted. That 
approach is clearly in the interests of 
all Americans and is in the interests of 
the Iraqi people as well. 

As a member of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee and a Member 
from a State with a strong military 
presence, I am committed to sup-
porting our troops and their families 
and making sure their needs are met. 

Clearly our military has answered 
the call of duty and they continue to 
perform courageously, and I for one 
will do whatever I can to ensure they 
have the resources and equipment to 
continue executing their mission, and 
that their families back home receive 
the support and assistance that we owe 
them. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The junior Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I am 

honored to join Senator CHAMBLISS of 
Georgia in paying tribute to Ed and 
Mary Ettel, my neighbors, as a matter 

of fact, in East Cobb County, Marietta, 
Georgia. I live about a mile and a half 
from their home, and my son and 
daughter-in-law attend Mount Bethel 
United Methodist Church, where they 
are active members, a great church 
with a great minister, Randy Mickler, 
who does such a good job inspiring his 
congregation to do so many good 
things. 

Ed and Mary do a tremendous service 
to our men and women in harm’s way. 
I add my praise of them to the praise of 
Senator CHAMBLISS. I thank them for 
the example they set and the blessing 
they are to our soldiers. 

I too want to talk for a second about 
Iraq, about the war in Iraq, and refresh 
some memories. Twice this year on the 
floor of this Senate, once before Memo-
rial Day and once before the August 
break, we had heated 1-week-long de-
bates of whether the United States of 
America should declare that we have 
lost and should leave Iraq. In fact, ear-
lier this year, one Member of this body 
actually declared the war was lost. 
Well, as Senator CHAMBLISS has ac-
knowledged, things have turned in 
Iraq. And they have turned because of 
the sacrifice of our young men and 
women fighting in harm’s way. They 
have turned because of the determina-
tion of a President who understands 
the threat of terrorism around the 
world, and the agents of terror, and 
those who would harbor terrorists. Iraq 
is turning. We cannot declare victory 
in the sense of a declaration of it being 
lost was declared earlier this year, but 
we can declare and acknowledge that 
progress has been made and the coun-
try has accomplished a number of the 
enumerated goals we set out to accom-
plish when we went into Iraq. 

In fact, if everyone will recall the 
President’s speech 4 days before we 
went into Iraq, he established three 
goals for this country going into Iraq. 
No. 1 was to depose Saddam Hussein, 
and to find those weapons of mass de-
struction or their components that 
U.N. Resolution 1441 declared were 
there; second, to allow the Iraqi people 
to hold free elections and to write a 
constitution of their own, and establish 
a government of their determination; 
third was to train the Iraqi military to 
a capability of defending that new 
fledgling government. 

Saddam Hussein has been deposed, 
was tried by a jury of his peers under 
Iraqi law. There are those who say we 
found no weapons of mass destruction, 
but they overlooked all of the compo-
nents that we found, Scud missiles bur-
ied in the sand between Damascus and 
Baghdad, elements of sarin gas, 4 of the 
7 mobile biological labs, 400,000 bodies 
in mass graves; all the signs, the tell-
tale signs of the horror and the terror 
of mass destruction. 

Goal No. 2, the Iraqis held free elec-
tions in 14 months, wrote a constitu-
tion, established the government. Mis-
sion accomplished there. 

And then, No. 3, to train the Iraqi 
military sufficiently to sustain peace 
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for that fledgling government. We are 
not there yet, but we are moving so 
much closer. It should be noted that a 
few weeks ago, when all the press noted 
the British had left Basra and what a 
disappointment that was, nobody took 
note of the fact that it was the Iraqi 
army that replaced them, not the 
American army, not coalition forces 
but the Iraqi army, trained and capable 
of doing it. 

Of the al-Qaida operatives who have 
been captured or killed in the last 6 
weeks, the majority of them have been 
operations of Iraqi soldiers, not Amer-
ican soldiers. The fact is, goal No. 3, 
training an adequate and sufficient 
military to protect the fledgling gov-
ernment, is not at hand, but it is get-
ting closer. 

So it is time today, on the week be-
fore the Veterans Day holiday, and 
Veterans Day in this country, to pay 
tribute to the men and women who 
have sacrificed for this country, for 
freedom, and for the fight in the war on 
terrorism. 

I carry with me a dogtag. This 
dogtag is SGT Mike Stokely’s. Ser-
geant Stokely was killed in Iraq in 
September of 2005. I met his dad short-
ly after he had lost his son and, in fact, 
had lunch with his dad 3 weeks ago in 
Fayetteville, GA. I wanted to pay trib-
ute to Mike and Noah Harris, another 
soldier from Georgia whose parents I 
have spent so much time with, and re-
flect for a moment on what they al-
ways tell me every time I see them. 
They said: Make sure you tell people 
that my son did not fight and die in 
vain, but what he sacrificed for is a 
country that seeks to end terror, end 
the threat of terror, and promote de-
mocracy around the world. 

Well, to Bob Stokely, Mike’s dad, to 
Lisa Harris, Noah’s mom, I say: They 
did not die in vain. The evidence in 
Iraq across the board is proving that 
their hard work and their sacrifice has 
made a difference. If we can stay the 
course, support our troops, finish the 
training of the Iraqi military, the 
American forces can leave in large 
amount and leave the Iraqis to protect 
that free, self-determined government 
of their own. 

It is time we acknowledge the suc-
cess of our men and women in the U.S. 
military. It is time for us to say thank 
you for what they have done, and to 
look to the day that their effort makes 
us as Americans and the world a safer 
and a better place. Yes, the Iraq news 
is good. The war is not over. The 
progress is great, we need to stay the 
course, and finish the deal. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, may I 

inquire how much time in morning 
business this side has remaining? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority has 16 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I join 
my colleagues from Georgia, Senators 

CHAMBLISS and ISAKSON, in talking 
about the news from Iraq. It is impor-
tant as we discuss the challenges we 
still face and that the Iraqi people still 
face in Iraq to talk about the complete 
picture. Unfortunately, while we have 
heard much of violence in Iraq, and the 
challenges that face us, we have not 
heard enough about the successes the 
American military and our Iraqi allies 
are meeting with in that country. 

It wasn’t that long ago that the surge 
General Petraeus, the counterinsur-
gency strategy that he is the architect 
of and which he has executed, was 
called a failure on the floor of the Sen-
ate. It is ironic, looking back, as some-
times it is helpful to go back and learn 
from history—and you do not have to 
go back very far, actually, just the 
summer and the spring of this year— 
when leaders on the other side of the 
aisle called the surge a failure. 

The most ironic part of it is that 
General Petraeus, the commander of 
the multinational forces in Iraq at the 
time, said: We have not even started 
the surge yet, so let me have a few 
months. 

Well, General Petraeus has now had a 
few months, and the surge has now had 
an opportunity to make a difference. In 
fact, there is much positive news to re-
port. I have to think the biggest mis-
take the naysayers have made is to bet 
against the men and women of the U.S. 
military. That is always a mistake, be-
cause the American military men and 
women have demonstrated they can ac-
complish the goals they set out to do, 
and they are making a tremendous dif-
ference in Iraq in eliminating terrorist 
strongholds, as we continue to train 
the Iraqi military to take our place. 

As I have always said, we all want to 
bring our troops home. The question is, 
are we going to bring our troops home 
based on conditions on the ground and 
the Iraqis’ ability to secure and sta-
bilize their own country or are we 
going to do it regardless of the con-
sequences in a way that will create the 
potential for a failed state in Iraq, an-
other terrorist haven, and encourage 
our sworn enemies in Iran and else-
where, embolden them to think that 
America cannot be trusted and Amer-
ica will turn its back on our allies? 

In May, one of our senior colleagues 
said the surge was supposed to bring 
stability essential to political rec-
onciliation and economic reconstruc-
tion. But he said at the time: It has not 
and it will not. One short month later, 
the majority leader and the Speaker of 
the House, in a letter to the President, 
wrote: As many had foreseen, the esca-
lation has failed to produce the in-
tended results. The increase in U.S. 
forces has had little impact in curbing 
the violence or fostering political rec-
onciliation. 

We even bore witness to atrocious 
ads run by organizations such as 
moveon.org slandering General 
Petraeus before he even had a chance 
to come here and to report on the sta-
tus of the surge in September. 

Well, the numbers do not lie, to the 
dismay of many Americans. Some of 
my colleagues have chosen to conven-
iently gloss over and try to explain 
away the progress that has been made 
by General Petraeus’s counterinsur-
gency strategy. Far from being a sim-
ple increase in troops, we learned Gen-
eral Petraeus’s strategy was a new way 
to attack the enemy in Iraq, that is, 
utilize support from both local Iraqi 
citizens and tribal leaders to form an 
offensive against insurgent and ter-
rorist groups, and the strategy has met 
with a resounding success. 

It has become a common story, but 
one worth repeating, that Al Anbar 
Province, a Sunni stronghold, was vir-
tually overrun and lost to American 
and Iraqi forces, because al-Qaida basi-
cally had its way with that region, had 
terrorized the people so much that 
they would not stand up and fight them 
and basically were being held as vic-
tims of terror. 

Now the so-called Anbar awakening 
has occurred. Tribal leaders have come 
forward and volunteered their people to 
serve in the Iraqi police force and the 
Iraqi security forces. Now Al Anbar 
Province has essentially been rid of or-
ganized al-Qaida strongholds. 

The Washington Post editorial page 
on October 14 recognized the decreased 
violence in Iraq and noted that evi-
dence of a drop in violence in Iraq is 
becoming hard to dispute. In Sep-
tember, Iraqi civilian deaths were down 
52 percent from August, and 77 percent 
from September. The Iraqi Health Min-
istry and the Associated Press reported 
similar results. We are thankful that 
American casualties are down as well. 

Numbers recently released by the 
Pentagon corroborate the progress oc-
curring in Iraq in and around Baghdad. 
The DOD reports terrorist operations 
are down by 59 percent; operations tar-
geting Iraqi forces more than 60 per-
cent; car bombs are down by 65 percent; 
casualties due to enemy attacks are 
down by 77 percent; and violence dur-
ing this last Ramadan period was the 
lowest in 3 years. 

But perhaps the most convincing evi-
dence that things, good things, are 
happening in Iraq, is the fact that the 
Iraqi people are beginning to move 
back into areas they had previously 
left behind, hopeless that peace and se-
curity could ever be accomplished. Ac-
cording to recent news reports, even 
cab drivers are feeling it is safer to 
drive around Baghdad neighborhoods 
where sectarian violence once made it 
impossible for them to enter. 

But perhaps the most telling story of 
increased security in Baghdad is one 
told by the Iraqi people themselves. 

According to an Associated Press ar-
ticle from this past weekend, thou-
sands of Iraqi refugees who previously 
fled their homes in Iraq for the relative 
safety of neighboring Syria have now 
returned to their home country. While 
it is easy for some skeptics to second- 
guess numbers and statistics per-
taining to the security situation in 
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Iraq, it is nearly impossible to ignore 
the fact that thousands of Iraqis who 
not long ago were living as refugees in 
a foreign country now feel safe enough 
to come home. This reversal of refugee 
trends clearly indicates that there are 
good things happening in Iraq and 
around Baghdad. 

The AP reports that ‘‘In a dramatic 
turnaround, more than 3,000 Iraqi fami-
lies driven out of their Baghdad neigh-
borhoods have returned to their homes 
in the past three months as sectarian 
violence has dropped.’’ The article goes 
on to quote one refugee who returned 
home to his neighborhood of Khadra. 
‘‘In Khadra,’’ he said, ‘‘about 15 fami-
lies have returned from Syria.’’ He 
said, ‘‘I’ve called friends and family 
still there and told them it’s safe to 
come home.’’ 

Where there was once widespread fear 
among Iraqi citizens, we are now seeing 
something new—hope, hope for a better 
and safer future. Nothing confirms this 
more than the return of refugees and 
their testimony that it is becoming 
safer in Iraq. While not yet safe, no one 
is saying the job has been completed, 
but surely an honest, objective ap-
praisal would acknowledge the im-
provements in the security situation as 
demonstrated not only by these statis-
tics but by testimonials from Iraqis 
themselves. 

These heartwarming accounts of fam-
ilies reuniting in neighborhoods, which 
not long ago had been written off as 
hopeless, and businesses opening their 
doors are important lessons for us all. 
The strategy employed by General 
Petraeus has worked and is continuing 
to work. The efforts of our military 
men and women who have put their 
hearts and souls into this mission are 
now paying dividends and producing re-
sults. 

These security gains are not a fluke. 
What we are seeing is a direct result of 
a carefully designed strategy which in-
cludes ramped-up counterinsurgency 
operations, increased efforts to foster 
cooperation and reconciliation among 
local tribes, and our continued backing 
of the hard work of the American mili-
tary and support for their families. 

As we are presented with funding re-
quests by the Pentagon to bring about 
a stable and peaceful Iraq, we are en-
suring that our soldiers have the re-
sources they need to bring peace and 
stability to a tumultuous land. My 
hope is we will not use the funding re-
quest from the Pentagon for continued 
support for our troops as another polit-
ical football, as it has been used in the 
past, particularly in the face of such 
hopeful and promising news for which I 
would expect we would be grateful and 
thank our men and women in uniform 
and their families who have sacrificed 
so much to help bring this about, along 
with our Iraqi allies. 

General Petraeus told reporters this 
past weekend: 

In general, we think that there are no al- 
Qaeda strongholds at this point. 

While he was quick to remind us that 
they are still a potent threat, his as-

sessment of the progress in Iraq can be 
nothing but reassuring. I shudder to 
think of what would have happened had 
we listened to the naysayers months 
ago who said we have to withdraw all 
our troops, even before the surge was 
fully implemented. So far, we have 
voted 59 times on Iraq-related resolu-
tions, most of which are nonbinding 
sense-of-the-Senate resolutions; 59 
times we have voted even before the 
surge had a chance to be implemented. 
Now we see what a mistake it is to bet 
against the men and women of the U.S. 
military. Thank goodness those resolu-
tions were not successful, and thank 
goodness our American soldiers, sail-
ors, marines, airmen, and Coast Guard 
were able to carry out this new plan 
under the leadership of General 
Petraeus. We now see at least some 
hope in a land where hope was in short 
supply. 

Although many of my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle prejudged 
the surge strategy and continue to op-
pose our efforts in Iraq, some of whom 
call even today for cutting off funds to 
support our troops, we see now sub-
stantial evidence of progress. It is my 
continued hope these positive develop-
ments may yet change the tone of the 
national dialog on the global war on 
terror, including the campaign in Iraq. 
It is time for all Members of this body 
to take an objective look not through a 
political lens, not through a lens which 
sees only the next general election, but 
to look objectively at what our troops 
are accomplishing in Iraq. Instead of 
focusing only on the challenges, we 
should at least be honest enough to ac-
knowledge the accomplishments, not 
the least of which are the indisputable 
gains in security made through their 
sacrifices. 

I, for one, am proud to applaud the 
undeniable achievements of our troops 
in Iraq. Their hard work and tireless 
dedication have reminded us that a sta-
ble and peaceful Iraq is within reach. It 
is my fervent hope that my colleagues 
will join me in acknowledging and hon-
oring the successes achieved by our 
military personnel and renew their 
support for them, their commander, 
and the counterinsurgency strategy 
that is bearing fruit and to always re-
member their families at home who 
wait for their loved one to return as 
soon as our mission is accomplished. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Michigan. 
f 

GETTING RESULTS 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise to respond to what has become a 
regular drumbeat in this Chamber in 
terms of the distinguished Republican 
leader and those on the other side of 
the aisle talking about how we have 
not accomplished anything this year, 
how the budget has not gotten done. It 
is important to continually remember 
what we have been dealing with as the 
new majority coming into the Senate 

in January, laser focused on changing 
the direction and the priorities of the 
country, laser focused on getting 
things done for middle-class Americans 
who are counting on us, who feel 
squeezed on all sides and see prices in-
crease on gasoline and health care and 
the cost of college, all those kinds of 
things that come down on Americans 
as they are working harder and harder 
every day, maybe facing the loss of a 
job or having lost a job, lower wages, 
and so on. Those are the folks we are 
fighting for every day and, I am proud 
to say, getting results. 

It is important to realize what has 
been happening since January. Despite 
all of the lamenting on the other side 
of the aisle about not getting things 
done, what we have seen are 52 Repub-
lican filibusters so far this year—un-
precedented, the number of times we 
have had to vote to stop a filibuster. 
By the end of this week, it will be 53 or 
54. It will continue right on, as there 
are efforts politically to stop what we 
are doing to change the direction of 
this country and focus on those things 
middle-class Americans care about 
every day and want to see fixed. In 
spite of that, we are, in fact, getting 
things done. 

One of the areas I am proudest of is 
our refocus in the budget on keeping 
our promises to veterans. We heard 
this morning that we need to pass a 
veterans budget. There is no question 
about it. There is no question about 
the fact that we not only need to, but 
we will. But we need to also remember 
that when we came in in January, last 
year’s budget wasn’t done yet. The pre-
vious majority didn’t get the budget 
done at all in 2006. When we came in 
and were left, frankly, with a budget 
mess, we made sure that in the process 
of keeping the Government going, pub-
lic services going for the balance of the 
year, we addressed veterans first and 
foremost by placing dollars into what 
is called a continuing resolution be-
cause we know our veterans have not 
been getting the resources they need, 
brave men and women coming home 
from Iraq and Afghanistan every day 
who have not been able to get the 
health care they need, too many 
caught in unfortunate bureaucracies. 

We heard about Walter Reed and 
those who are receiving military 
health care and then moving to the 
VA, and too many folks who are get-
ting caught in that process and being 
hurt by the process. We have made vet-
erans and keeping our promises to 
them and our military the highest pri-
ority. We addressed the issues that 
came up regarding Walter Reed and 
passed the Wounded Warrior provisions 
in the Department of Defense author-
ization that my senior colleague from 
Michigan, of whom we are so proud, 
Senator CARL LEVIN, helped lead. He 
led that, and we are making those 
changes. 

In the budget—and I am proud to be 
a member of the Budget Committee, 
which has made sure this has happened 
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under our great leader from North Da-
kota, Senator CONRAD—we have said 
for the first time we are going to fund 
veterans services at the level the vet-
erans organizations say we need. We 
are going to use the numbers they rec-
ommend. We have seen consistently 
under this administration an under-
funding of those things which are need-
ed by our veterans coming home, the 
top of which has been health care, men-
tal health services, and rehabilitative 
services. 

We, since January, have made vet-
erans health care the top priority. I am 
proud of the fact that we have added 
dollars. We have addressed the system 
problems. We have looked at what we 
need to be doing for families, both of 
Active military as well as our veterans. 
We don’t have any concern at all about 
standing up and saying that we have 
been putting our veterans first, despite 
filibuster after filibuster after fili-
buster. Anyone watching will see more 
this week. It seems to be the nature of 
things today. But we have increased 
the dollars, the resources, the commit-
ment—keeping our promises to vet-
erans. We have done that in the budget 
for next year. We have done that in the 
funding available now. It is part of our 
overall vision and commitment. 

We are getting results for middle- 
class Americans. That is what we are 
all about, the folks who are sending 
their children, husbands, and wives to 
the war to fight for our country, com-
ing home, expecting us to keep the 
promises the country has made as it re-
lates to veterans. We take that ex-
tremely seriously. We are keeping 
those promises as part of our efforts to 
get results for the American people. We 
intend to do that in this budget we will 
pass, that will go to the President, that 
will be historic in that it is keeping the 
promises to our veterans that they ex-
pect us to keep. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
STABENOW). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

FARM BILL 

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, be-
fore I begin my speech today on the 
Wild Horse border crossing legislation, 
I want to say a couple things in ref-
erence to the farm will, and I will be 
speaking on it, potentially, later 
today. But if what I have heard this 
morning here in morning business is 
correct, I ask the leadership on the 
other side of the aisle to bring that 
caucus together. 

The farm bill is far too important to 
play politics. It is a critical issue deal-
ing with this country’s food security 
and dealing with this country’s family 

farmers. As I have said many times be-
fore, if we ever lose family farm agri-
culture in this country, this country 
will change for the worse—no ifs, ands, 
or buts about it. This farm bill is a 
good farm bill, passing out of com-
mittee, I believe, unanimously. It is a 
bill that deserves an honest debate by 
this body and deserves passage. It is 
critically important that this happen 
very soon, that we set our differences 
aside and work together to get this bill 
done. 

f 

WILD HORSE BORDER CROSSING 

Mr. TESTER. With that, Madam 
President, I want to announce that 
yesterday I introduced a piece of legis-
lation that will establish a 24-hour port 
of entry at the Port of Wild Horse, 
which is north of Havre, MT. 

This legislation will establish this 24- 
hour port on the Montana-Alberta bor-
der. American trade with Alberta is 
growing at a rapid rate. Excluding 
pipeline shipments, Alberta’s exports 
to the United States have grown 86 per-
cent over the last decade. America’s 
exports to Alberta have increased 75 
percent. So it is a good deal in both di-
rections. 

The United States now sells more 
than $12.5 billion worth of goods to Al-
berta, most of which moves by truck 
through just five border crossings— 
only one of which is open 24 hours a 
day. 

Commerce between the United States 
and Alberta is expected to increase. 
The Canadian development of the Al-
berta oil sands region means the 
United States is sending more heavy 
machinery north of the border. That is 
traffic which must move by truck. But 
today, truck traffic from Texas and 
other main shippers of these products 
must go hundreds of miles out of the 
way to reach the oil sands region. Ac-
cording to one Canadian study, an ad-
ditional $4 billion worth of goods will 
be needed annually as the oil sands are 
developed in Alberta. This represents 
more than 40,000 truckloads of goods 
each year. 

If all these trucks—as well as the 
160,000 trucks that currently pass 
through our 24-hour port of 
Sweetgrass—were forced to move 
through the one existing 24-hour border 
crossing, the result would be an aver-
age of 480 trucks crossing it every day 
of each year. There is little doubt that 
such a pace would be both economi-
cally insufficient and unsustainable for 
our security needs. It would be faster 
and more economical for many of these 
products to move to the oil sands area 
through an eastern Alberta crossing, 
such as a crossing north of Havre at 
Wild Horse, and that is exactly what 
this legislation will do. 

The State of Montana and the Pro-
vincial Government of Alberta have 
both passed resolutions calling for an 
upgrade to the border crossing at Wild 
Horse. Over the next few months, Sen-
ator BAUCUS and I will work with our 

colleagues and with Customs and Bor-
der Protection to determine how best 
to accomplish this goal. 

I understand that CBP faces numer-
ous staffing challenges in order to meet 
this proposal. I have tried in my short 
time in the Senate to highlight and ad-
dress these challenges. But the cost of 
ignoring economic growth in Alberta 
and the border crossing needs in that 
region would be harmful to Montana’s 
economy and to our Nation’s economy. 
For that reason, I am pleased to have 
offered this bill. 

Madam President, I yield the floor 
and suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RELEASE OF AITZAZ AHSAN 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about a matter of great 
personal concern with respect to events 
in Pakistan. 

On last Saturday, a Pakistani leader, 
Aitzaz Ahsan, was arrested while con-
ducting a press conference in 
Islamabad. Aitzaz Ahsan is one of the 
most distinguished jurists in Pakistan. 
He is the chief counsel to the Chief 
Justice of the Pakistani Supreme 
Court. He is the head of the Pakistani 
Supreme Court Bar Association. He is a 
longtime leader, or was a longtime 
leader in Pakistani Parliament. He has 
represented people ranging across the 
political divide in Pakistan, from 
Prime Minister Bhutto to former 
Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif. Sharif, 
although a political opponent, hired 
him to be his chief counsel. 

Mr. President, this is a personal mat-
ter because Mr. Ahsan’s son is a close 
friend of our family. I want to say fur-
ther about Mr. Ahsan that he is pro- 
Western. He is prodemocracy. He was 
educated at Cambridge. His son is a 
close friend of our family, who went to 
Harvard University, graduated there, 
went to Yale Law School, graduated 
there, served in the very prestigious 
law firm of Cleary Gottlieb in New 
York, was then hired by Kofi Annan to 
be a speech writer for him at the 
United Nations, a post where he con-
tinues to serve. 

I have, yesterday, written a letter to 
President Musharraf asking for the im-
mediate release of Aitzaz Ahsan. 
Today, I am circulating a letter among 
colleagues asking them to sign the let-
ter to President Musharraf, asking for 
intervention. 

Mr. Ahsan is not the type of person 
who ought to be detained, arrested, 
threatened. That is not going to build 
respect for democratic institutions or 
for the future relationship of our coun-
tries. 
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I repeat, Mr. Ahsan is pro-Western, 

prodemocracy, somebody who has la-
bored his life long to promote democ-
racy and the spread of political free-
doms in his country. 

The family has not been in contact 
for more than 3 days. You can imagine 
how worried they are. We have even 
been told there was a move to arrest 
his wife and that she was not home at 
the time the security forces came to 
detain her. 

I hope the Pakistani Government re-
alizes how this looks to those of us who 
have been friends of this Government, 
who have respected the alliance be-
tween our countries, to have somebody 
like Mr. Ahsan arrested. 

I repeat, he is the chief counsel to 
the Chief Justice of the Pakistani Su-
preme Court. He is head of the Paki-
stani Supreme Court Bar Association, 
is a longtime leader of the Parliament, 
somebody who has been retained as 
counsel by leading figures in Pakistan 
for many years when they encountered 
legal challenges. 

I very much hope the Pakistani Gov-
ernment is listening. I have spoken to 
the State Department yesterday. We 
will have further conversations today. 
I am going to be asking the Ambas-
sador from Pakistan to come and see 
me to discuss this matter. 

I take this very seriously. When 
somebody of Mr. Ahsan’s remarkable 
record and stature is detained in Paki-
stan—somebody who is pro-Western, 
prodemocracy, upholds all the values 
America stands for—that is a serious 
matter. 

Mr. President, I hope the Pakistani 
Government is listening. I hope the 
State Department is listening. I hope 
my colleagues are listening. At our 
caucus today, I will circulate a letter 
and ask other colleagues to sign the 
letter to President Musharraf asking 
for Mr. Ahsan’s immediate release. 

If Pakistan is to have a future—and 
all of us pray that it will—it is criti-
cally important people of Mr. Ahsan’s 
stature and standing are part of that 
future. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, how much 
time is left in morning business? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Eight minutes. 

Mr. REID. OK. Whose time is it? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. It is the majority’s. 
Mr. REID. OK. I do not see any tak-

ers. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
any morning business time left on the 
Democratic side, I yield it back. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

The majority leader is recognized. 
f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST— 
H.R. 2419 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that amendments to 
H.R. 2419 be relevant to the bill or to 
the substitute amendment. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I hope be-
yond all hope that we can have a farm 
bill that will be related to the sub-
stance rather than the procedure. It is 
a good bill. The committee has worked 
very hard on it. People have some prob-
lems with parts of the bill. But if we 
had a vote on the bill right now, we 
would get 70 votes. We are not going to 
be able to do that. People are going to 
come out here—and I suggest they are 
going to have to write new speeches. 
This has happened so many times, all 
you have to do is go to the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD and read what has gone 
on before. It doesn’t matter whether it 
is a Democrat or a Republican who is 
majority leader, the same thing always 
happens when we are trying to get out 
of here. 

This time we are trying to finish the 
work period before Thanksgiving. 
There are things we have to do. I say to 
my friends, do people really want an 
open process on this bill? Do we want 
to debate the war in Iraq on this bill? 
Do we want to debate amendments re-
lating to labor issues throughout this 
country? I have been told those are 
some of the amendments that are going 
to be offered on my side. I have no idea 
what amendments the Republicans will 
offer, but I have kind of a good idea. I 
have see the rule XIVs in the last few 
weeks and the very mischievous 
amendments that have nothing to do 
with the farm bill—political amend-
ments. 

We are late in this year of Congress. 
We have just a few weeks left, and 
every majority leader does what I have 
done. I didn’t invent this. As I said ear-
lier this morning, I learned a lot from 
my Republican counterparts—from 
Senator LOTT, when he was majority 

leader, and from Senator DOLE. They 
did the same thing. I have to acknowl-
edge that Senator Mitchell did it and 
Senator Daschle did it because it is the 
only way we can get the business of the 
country done. 

We have had an open amendment 
process this year—not always but gen-
erally speaking. Once we got to the 
bills—and that has been tough—I have 
had to file cloture on motions to pro-
ceed, which has been a big waste of 
time. But we have been able to work 
our way through many different things 
we have done. 

I think we have accomplished a great 
deal, Mr. President. We have done the 
minimum wage; the balanced budget, 
pay as you go; the CR; the work on 
U.S. Attorneys; the excellent work we 
did on higher education, health care for 
vets, and Active-Duty servicemembers; 
disaster relief, wildfire relief, SCHIP— 
a lot of good things. 

So I hope everyone will understand 
HARRY REID hasn’t invented what is 
taking place on the Senate floor. I am 
just copying what others have done. 
Why? Out of necessity. I have told ev-
erybody this farm bill is a pretty good 
bill. It is not everything I want, but 
one of the interesting things about 
American farm policy is we don’t im-
port 65 to 70 percent of our food as we 
do oil. Oil, we have been told, is soon 
going to go up to $4 per gallon. 

Food, Mr. President, we pay too 
much for food. But we pay far less, on 
a proportionate basis, than any other 
country in the world. Why? One reason 
is the farm policy in this country. 
Could the farm policy be better? Sure. 
That is why we are having a bipartisan 
effort to change the underlying bill. 
Democrats and Republicans think it 
could be better. 

Mr. President, we should move for-
ward on this farm bill and finish it. We 
only do it every 5 years. If there are 
amendments that deal with this, I have 
said—and that was my consent just 
asked—if there are relevant amend-
ments dealing with farm policy, move 
to change it, debate it, and vote on it. 
That is all I am asking. But I don’t 
want to debate the estate tax repeal. 
The American people don’t deserve 
that at this time. I don’t want to de-
bate another SCHIP bill that a number 
of Republicans believe is the right way 
to go for children’s health because they 
are in such desperate shape for the ve-
toes the President has done. I have 
mentioned just a few things. 

Mr. President, we are doing the right 
thing. I hope people will go to work on 
the farm bill. Both Democrats and Re-
publicans have worked for months on a 
farm bill to get here. Do you think it 
was easy for Chairman HARKIN to get a 
bill out of committee? No; it was dif-
ficult. How many meetings did he 
hold—private meetings—with this 
group or that group of Senators? I have 
no idea, but there were scores of them. 
We are at a point where we are today 
so that we have a farm bill that re-
ceived overwhelming support in the 
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Agriculture Committee, and now it is 
on the Senate floor. For the American 
people, we need to do this bill. 

Mr. HARKIN. Will the leader yield 
for a question? 

Mr. REID. Yes, without losing my 
right to the floor. 

Mr. HARKIN. I thank the leader for 
his statement. I just want to make 
sure everyone understands what just 
happened. As I understand it, the ma-
jority leader propounded a unanimous 
consent request that all amendments 
to be offered to the farm bill be rel-
evant to the farm bill; is that not cor-
rect? 

Mr. REID. That is exactly what I 
said. 

Mr. HARKIN. There was objection on 
the other side. Why would there be an 
objection to that? We have a farm bill, 
and we have worked hard. The leader is 
right. We reached a bipartisan agree-
ment. I daresay none of us like every 
little bit in the farm bill, but that is 
the art of compromise. You com-
promise on these sorts of things and 
you move them ahead. 

I don’t know, for the life of me, why 
there would be an objection to saying 
that all amendments should be rel-
evant to the farm bill. Let’s move the 
farm bill. I hope people in farm country 
are watching this. I hope agribusiness 
is seeing this. I hope people know what 
is at stake in this farm bill for rural 
America for specialty crops, for our 
dairy farmers, for rural development, 
and I might add the nutrition pro-
grams, food stamp recipients, things 
that we have done good work on in this 
bill, to provide an underpinning of nu-
trition and support for some of the 
least among us. We have done good 
work in that area. Now it is held up be-
cause some people want to offer nonrel-
evant amendments. For the life of me— 
and this is my seventh farm bill, count-
ing my time in the House, and my sec-
ond as chairman—I don’t understand 
why we cannot have a bill. Yes, open it 
to amendments on the farm bill. If peo-
ple have amendments on the bill and 
want to change this, add this, or sub-
tract that, fine. But why should we 
now debate, as I said, the war? 

Can the leader think of any reason 
we should not just stick to the farm 
bill? 

Mr. REID. I say to my friend, the 
chairman, and to the ranking member, 
who have worked well together, I am 
not saying we are only going to allow 
Democratic amendments to be offered. 
I have made it very clear in my presen-
tation to the Senate this morning that 
I am talking about mischievous 
amendments not only by Republicans 
but my colleagues over here. 

I also say this of the farm bill: I was 
listening this morning to public radio 
as I was doing my exercise. There was 
one provision that struck me on this 
bill. Over a billion dollars for fresh 
fruits and vegetables will go to schools. 
That may not sound like much to peo-
ple. I was raised, as everybody knows, 
in rural Nevada. When I was a boy 9 or 

10 years old, the only grocery store in 
Searchlight burned down. It was never 
rebuilt. To this day, I like canned as-
paragus better than fresh asparagus. I 
love canned peas and canned fruit. The 
reason is, we never had fresh fruits or 
vegetables. We didn’t have them and 
could not buy them. We all know fresh 
fruits and vegetables are better than 
that heavily salted stuff you get in a 
can that I am used to eating. 

This bill is going to say the kids in 
Searchlight today are still—there are a 
few, such as the 7–Eleven you can go 
to. 

Places, such as where I was raised, 
where there are no stores, but they 
have some food programs, they are 
going to be able to have fresh fruits 
and vegetables on occasion. Isn’t that 
great? I would know—I am using me as 
a point of reference—what a fresh as-
paragus is, an apple, an orange. So this 
is a good bill. It has a lot of warts and 
pimples on it, but it is a good bill. I 
only picked one provision. 

Why don’t we go ahead and try to get 
this bill passed? I am not trying to 
play any games with anybody. I am 
trying to do what I have made a deci-
sion on that I think is best for the 
American people. Do we want to spend 
all this week on one amendment? Peo-
ple say: How would that happen? Let’s 
go back to the Amtrak legislation. 
What happened when we went on that 
bill? As soon as it was open for amend-
ment, bang, out came a tax amend-
ment, and we spent all week on it, 
Internet tax. I am glad it is done, and 
that issue has now been sent to the 
President. He signed it. But we do not 
have time to do that this week. We 
must get an appropriations bill to the 
President. The House is going to work 
and send us something tonight. The 
President will wind up getting Labor- 
HHS later this week, unless we get 
hung up on some procedural issue. 

We need to pass the Defense appro-
priations conference report, with a CR 
included in that, this week. So this is 
no effort on my behalf to try to cir-
cumvent rules or procedures. I am fol-
lowing the rules of the Senate to the 
letter. But I am saying, I repeat, I am 
doing what every majority leader has 
done, similarly situated, in recent his-
tory. 

I said I hope we can deal with this 
important bill as we focus on efforts to 
pass an important farm bill. It appears 
the minority intends to offer unrelated 
amendments to the farm bill. They will 
have to wait until later to do that. 
Hopefully, maybe the time we are here 
during December, there will be amend-
able vehicles we can deal with. I hope 
we can work on this bipartisan farm 
bill in an orderly, relevant fashion. 

So in an effort to keep this debate fo-
cused on farm-related issues, I intend 
to fill the amendment tree, but I will 
be willing to lay aside pending amend-
ments for Members who wish to offer 
farm-related amendments to this bill. 

I ask the Presiding Officer to lay 
down the bill. 

FARM, NUTRITION, AND 
BIOENERGY ACT OF 2007 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 2419, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2419) to provide for the con-

tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
Harkin amendment No. 3500, in the nature 

of a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3508 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3500 
(Purpose: To strengthen payment limita-

tions and direct the savings to increased 
funding for certain programs) 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I call up an 

amendment on behalf of Senators DOR-
GAN and GRASSLEY. The amendment is 
at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID], for 

Mr. DORGAN, for himself and Mr. GRASSLEY, 
proposes an amendment numbered 3508 to 
amendment No. 3500. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3509 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3508 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a 

second-degree amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 3509 to 
amendment No. 3508. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
At the end of the amendment add the fol-

lowing: 
This section shall take effect 1 day after 

enactment. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Reserving the 
right to object, I wish to make a few 
comments at this point. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I apologize 
to my distinguished colleague. That 
was actually in my script and I should 
have done that. I apologize for not 
doing that. Without losing my right to 
the floor, I yield to my friend. I apolo-
gize. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
majority leader is certainly within his 
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rights to do what we call ‘‘filling up 
the tree.’’ It has certainly been done by 
majority leaders in both parties over 
the years. But let’s get a picture of 
what we are talking about. 

As I understand it, this is the amend-
ment that has been offered. What my 
good friend, the majority leader, is say-
ing is that in response to this amend-
ment, the minority, this side of the 
aisle, will get an opportunity to offer 
only those amendments the majority 
leader allows us to offer. 

The farm bill is a very important 
bill. It happens about every 5 years. 
There are many people interested in 
agriculture, school nutrition, and en-
ergy and others who have an abiding 
interest in this bill. The minority is 
going to insist on an open process. 

The last time we enacted a farm bill, 
the Democrats were also in the major-
ity and Senator Daschle was the major-
ity leader. I asked my staff to check on 
what the procedure was then. 

Senator Daschle attempted to limit 
amendments through early cloture, 
which is another procedural way to 
shut out the minority. Three cloture 
votes failed. They were not supported 
by the Republican minority. According 
to my notes, on the third day of consid-
eration, a cloture motion ripened and 
failed by a vote of 53 to 45. The second 
cloture vote occurred 5 days later and 
also failed by a vote of 54 to 43. A third 
cloture vote failed by a vote of 54 to 43. 

Senator Daschle pulled the bill but 
returned to it later, and after 6 days of 
floor consideration, the bill passed 
without a further cloture vote being 
necessary. 

So let’s look at the way farm bills 
have typically been handled. That is 
the way it was handled in 2002. In 1985, 
there were 30 rollcall votes; in 1990, 22 
rollcall votes; in 1996, 10 rollcall votes; 
and in 2002, the year to which I was re-
ferring in which there were multiple 
cloture motions filed and cloture not 
invoked, there were 23 rollcall votes. 

I don’t know, there may be a few peo-
ple in the Senate who don’t want to 
pass a farm bill at all, but that cer-
tainly is not the view of the Repub-
lican leader, certainly not the view of 
the Senator from Georgia, our ranking 
member on the Agriculture Com-
mittee. But we are going to insist on a 
fair process. 

We can get this bill done the easy 
way or the hard way. I think a better 
way to do it would be to understand 
that a bill of this magnitude is enor-
mously significant, something we only 
do every 5 years. The Republican mi-
nority is going to insist on an open 
process, which is what we will get to, 
one way or the other, in going forward. 
I don’t think that is unreasonable. 

I thank the majority leader for giv-
ing me an opportunity to make some 
observations. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this is not 
a tit for tat. Each time we do the farm 
bill, it comes at different times in the 
year and different situations and cir-
cumstances. I explained to both the 

chairman and ranking member that I 
have no intention of filing cloture this 
week. But there will be a time we will 
have to file cloture. We have such a 
small amount of time left this year and 
next year with the Presidential elec-
tions coming and all the other business 
we have to do that there will not be 
five cloture votes on this farm bill. 
People who vote no on cloture the first 
time should understand they may not 
get another chance to vote cloture on 
the bill, and there will be no farm bill. 
This is not a threat, it is what we have 
to deal with in the Senate. 

I also say to my friends on the other 
side of the aisle, once I complete the 
amendment process, the Republicans 
have equal authority as I do whether 
other amendments will be heard. It 
takes unanimous consent to set an 
amendment aside, and they have as 
much control over that as I do. So I am 
not the ruling authority on that issue. 
It takes both the Democrats and Re-
publicans to move down the road. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3510 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I call up an 

amendment which is at the desk, to the 
underlying bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 3510 to the 
language proposed to be stricken by amend-
ment No. 3500. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
At the end of the bill add the following: 
This section shall take effect 3 days after 

the date of enactment. 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3511 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3510 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a 

second-degree amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 3511 to 
amendment No. 3510. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
In the amendment strike 3 and insert 4. 

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH AMENDMENT NO. 3512 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a 

motion to commit to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Mr. REID moves to commit H.R. 2419 to the 

Committee on Agriculture with instructions 

to report back forthwith with the following 
amendment numbered 3512. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
At the end of the bill add the following: 
This section shall take effect 5 days after 

the date of enactment. 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3513 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send an 
amendment to the motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 3513 to the 
instructions of the motion to commit. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
In the motion strike 5 and insert 6. 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3514 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3513 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a 

second-degree amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 3514 to 
amendment No. 3513. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
In the amendment strike 6 and insert 7. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as I 
indicated earlier, I am disappointed 
with the majority leader’s announce-
ment that he would fill the tree, which 
he just did, and not allow the amend-
ment process to perfect the farm bill. 
Our colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle have had all year to complete a 
farm bill prior to September 30, when it 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:13 Jan 10, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\S06NO7.REC S06NO7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S13949 November 6, 2007 
expired. Yet we waited until now, 2 
months after the law’s expiration, to 
bring it to the floor. Now we are told 
by the majority there is too much to 
do in this final 2 weeks for us to have 
an open and fair debate on the farm 
bill. It is another unfortunate example 
of mismanagement of this Congress. 

Furthermore, filling the tree and 
shutting out amendments is not con-
sistent with previous statements by 
the majority on this bill. For example, 
yesterday, Chairman HARKIN reported 
the farm bill debate would be ‘‘wide 
open as usual in the Senate.’’ The ma-
jority leader’s own spokesman expected 
an open debate when he said: 

The farm bill is the last truly amendable 
vehicle moving through the Senate this cal-
endar year. 

But the majority leader’s words and 
actions seem to be exactly contradic-
tory to this promised wide-open proc-
ess, stating unequivocally yesterday 
afternoon that we are not going to 
have an open amendment process on 
this bill, and he has confirmed that, as 
we all know, again this morning. 

Unfortunately, we have been down 
this road before. Almost at the incep-
tion of the last farm bill debate, as I 
was describing earlier, then-Majority 
Leader Daschle filed cloture in an at-
tempt to similarly limit amendments. 
After only 2 days of debate and only six 
amendments, a cloture vote occurred 
on December 13, 2001, even a little bit 
later in the calendar year than we are 
in now. Not surprisingly, the cloture 
motion failed 53 to 45. 

Similar to a bird continuing to slam 
into a paned-glass window, we had a 
second cloture vote on December 18, 
2001, getting close to Christmas, with a 
similar vote of 54 to 43. Again, on De-
cember 19, 1 day closer to Christmas, in 
2001. Not surprisingly, the contentious 
debate took up most of December. 

However, after the majority finally 
agreed to open the amendment process, 
something that will ultimately be done 
here, in my view, the farm bill re-
turned to the floor on February 6, 2002, 
no further cloture votes were nec-
essary, and final passage occurred fair-
ly quickly about a week later. 

Let’s not beat our head against a 
wall again this time. One of my favor-
ite old sayings from rural Kentucky is: 
There is no education in the second 
kick of a mule. Our Nation’s farmers 
are too important to wait until Feb-
ruary. 

Finally, look at the farm bill sitting 
on the desk in front of me. I held it up 
a while ago. It is quite thick. Reported 
by the committee less than 2 weeks 
ago, it totals 1,600 pages. Is the other 
side of the aisle suggesting this behe-
moth of a bill cannot be improved by 
an open amendment process? Surely, 
that is not the suggestion being made. 

I am surprised and disappointed we 
are in the position we are in. This is 
not the way the Senate likely will be 
allowed to work on a very large bill 
that we only address every 5 years. It is 
not going to be rubberstamped by fiat. 

I am dismayed by the attempt of the 
majority to ramrod this bill through, 
especially since the ink on 1,600 pages 
is barely dry and the administration 
claims it contains $37 billion in new 
budget gimmicks and new taxes. 

Let’s have a fair, open debate. Be-
lieve me, I say to my friends on the 
other side of the aisle, that is the way 
you get a farm bill completed. Our 
farmers and rural communities deserve 
no less and, hopefully, we can get back 
at the posture we ought to be in on this 
bill in the very near future. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I agree 

with my friend from Kentucky. Farm-
ers do deserve more than what is going 
on here. 

You know, I took only one course in 
logic in college, but I did pretty well in 
that course. And what I would say to 
my friend is, it is illogical what he is 
talking about. A 1,600-page bill that 
needs to be improved can only be im-
proved—if, in fact, people think it 
should be improved—by offering 
amendments to it—amendments to the 
farm bill. Every farmer and rancher in 
America should understand we are try-
ing to pass a farm bill. We have said 
any amendment you want to offer to 
this big bill, offer it, but it has to be 
relevant to the farm bill. That is all. 

That is not a closed process. It is an 
open process. How can you have it both 
ways? The ink is hardly dry on this, is 
a gross overstatement. This bill has 
been around for several weeks now— 
not in its final form, but everyone 
knows what is in this bill. The tax por-
tion was a little late in coming, but it 
had been worked on for a long time. 

This is a bill upon which Democrats 
and Republicans agreed. It is a bill that 
is here by virtue of that bipartisanship. 
The House has already done their bill, 
and a lot that is in this bill is in the 
House bill. So if this bill needs to be 
improved, let’s improve it. Let’s im-
prove it. I have said let’s offer amend-
ments. 

One of the amendments that might 
be offered, and we have debated it be-
fore, is dealing with payment limita-
tions—a bipartisan amendment offered 
by DORGAN and GRASSLEY, two senior 
Senators who come from farm States. 
They think this bill can be made bet-
ter. What are they doing about it? Of-
fering an amendment. That is what 
this is all about. 

So for people to lament a closed proc-
ess, look what Senator Daschle did— 
two amendments before cloture. Mr. 
President, I don’t have any concern 
about how many amendments are of-
fered, as long as they are relevant to 
the farm bill. That is all. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Would my friend 
yield for a question? 

Mr. REID. Sure. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. I never served in 

the House of Representatives, but my 
question is—it strikes me, I would say 
to my good friend, the majority leader, 

that he is attempting to act as if he is 
chairman of the Rules Committee in 
the House in determining what amend-
ments would be allowed. Under this 
filling-up-the-tree process, where the 
majority leader is then positioned in 
order to allow the tree to be open and 
select amendments, is it not the case 
that my definition of ‘‘open’’ would 
probably not meet yours in the sense 
that you would be, yourself, selecting 
which amendments would be allowed? 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have 
served in the House of Representatives. 
It was a wonderful opportunity for me 
to understand the Congress. The House 
is a great institution but much dif-
ferent from the Senate. In the House, if 
you are in the majority, you can pretty 
much do as you want to do. That isn’t 
the way we do it over here. 

As I indicated a few minutes ago, the 
first amendment I offered, I offered on 
behalf of Senators DORGAN and GRASS-
LEY. If someone wants to offer another 
amendment, I don’t control that. Any 
one Senator who wants to offer another 
amendment, let’s take a look at it. I 
don’t control that. It takes consent 
from both sides, or the pending amend-
ment must be set aside and another of-
fered. I am not controlling that. 

That certainly is not like the Rules 
Committee. The Rules Committee in 
the House sets what amendments can 
be offered—usually not very many— 
and how much debate time they can do 
on that amendment. That isn’t any-
thing like we are doing. What I am say-
ing is, we have this big bill, and a num-
ber of people have said it can be im-
proved upon. I am willing to work with 
the Democrats and Republicans to try 
to improve it, but it will not be im-
proved by nonrelevant amendments. 

I have mentioned some of the sus-
pects that are lurking out there: provi-
sions dealing with repealing the estate 
tax and getting us out of Iraq imme-
diately. I mean, there are all kinds of 
suspects there. I am saying, if people 
want to change this bill, let’s try to 
change it. I am not standing in the way 
of doing that, Mr. President. 

Mr. GREGG. Will the majority leader 
yield for a question? 

Mr. REID. Are you asking a ques-
tion? 

Mr. GREGG. Yes. 
Mr. REID. I am sorry, I was pre-

occupied. 
Mr. GREGG. So I am clear as to what 

the process is now that has been struc-
tured, you have used the term it has to 
be a ‘‘relevant’’ amendment. But, es-
sentially, under the present process, is 
it not true that for any amendment to 
move forward in this body it would 
have to move forward on the basis of 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment? 

Mr. REID. The distinguished Senator 
is correct. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, if the 
majority leader would yield for a fur-
ther question, essentially, we have set 
up a process which is extremely con-
stricted. And, in fact, in comparison 
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with the Rules Committee, it is even 
more constricted than the House proc-
ess because any Member—and there are 
100 Members in this body—who does 
not like the fact somebody is going to 
offer an amendment which might affect 
their interests—and, believe me, there 
isn’t an amendment that will be offered 
that would not have opposition on the 
other side—is going to be knocked 
down by an objection from that indi-
vidual Member. 

So you have essentially shut the 
floor of the Senate down because the 
only amendments that can be brought 
up would be amendments that would 
have unanimous consent, which means 
100 people have to agree to them. Basi-
cally, they are amendments of no im-
pact or significance, relevant or irrele-
vant. 

Mr. REID. I would be happy to re-
spond to my friend. I smile because 
that is the way every bill comes before 
the Senate. That is the way it works. 
Once you lay down an amendment and 
you want to set it aside, you have to 
ask unanimous consent to set it aside. 
Today is no different from any other 
day. That is the way it works here. 

I have bragged about my friend be-
fore. He has served in the House, he has 
been Governor of his State, and he is 
now a longtime Senator. He knows 
that. Every time we have a bill here, 
and you have an amendment that has 
been laid down, the only way you can 
set that aside is by unanimous consent. 
No one Senator can start offering 
amendments. 

So this bill, I say to my friend, is no 
different than any other bill we have 
done in that regard. The only dif-
ference is, I laid down the first amend-
ment on behalf of Senators GRASSLEY 
and DORGAN. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, if the 
majority leader would yield further, of 
course, the end of that sentence should 
have been: Yes, but I control the abil-
ity to allow those amendments to come 
forward. 

And, in fact, it has been made fairly 
clear that control will be exercised by 
the leadership in a way that limits 
amendments that are brought forward 
to those which are agreed to by the 
majority leader until we get to the 
point where the majority leader is 
going to file a motion for cloture, 
which, on a farm bill, of course, would 
most likely be successful because we 
all know everybody around here is ‘‘in 
the field,’’ so to say. I would not say 
‘‘in the tent,’’ but they are in the field 
for the farmer. 

So as a practical matter, this is an 
extraordinarily closed process. Just to 
use one example, the majority leader 
said—he threw out, and maybe it was 
just a throw-away line—estate taxes 
shouldn’t be brought onto this bill be-
cause they are not relevant, under the 
majority leader’s terms. If I want to 
offer an amendment which says we 
should reform the death tax—which I 
might like to offer in light of the fact 
there is a tax title there—I happen to 

think that has a huge impact on the 
farming community because, for the 
most part, it is family farms and small 
businesses that are most impacted by 
the death tax. But we have already 
been told that would not be a relevant 
amendment. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, any Sen-
ator—not me, any Senator—on any bill 
has the same power I have to stop the 
setting aside of an amendment to offer 
another amendment. It is not me. The 
Senator from New Hampshire can do it, 
the Senator from Arizona, or the Sen-
ator from Georgia can do it. The Sen-
ator from Iowa can do it. Any Senator; 
it is not me. 

I laid down the first amendment by 
virtue of being the majority leader. I 
have the right to do that. But that is 
about as far as it goes. Anytime after 
that, it takes unanimous consent to set 
aside that amendment. I agree, and of-
fered a consent agreement, that any 
relevant amendment Senators want to 
offer, they should be able to do that, 
and that was objected to. But for my 
friend from New Hampshire to try to 
give a little mini lecture on what we 
are doing is different than anything we 
have ever done in the past, every day 
we are on a bill, it happens the way he 
has described it. Any one Senator can 
stop another Senator from setting 
aside an amendment and offering an-
other amendment. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President I don’t 
want to beat a dead subsidy, so I will 
constrain myself to this last question. 

The point is pretty obvious. Sure, 
any Senator on any bill can object to 
setting aside an amendment. That is 
not the way the institution has ever 
worked, in my experience. The way the 
institution works is the amendment 
process is a free-flowing, Wild West ex-
ercise around here, especially on bills 
such as this, which are huge author-
izing bills with a lot of mandatory 
funding in them. Amendments are sim-
ply taken up in seriatim as they are of-
fered. 

What will happen now, and the ma-
jority leader has been specific about 
this and very open about this, he is 
going to limit the ability to bring for-
ward amendments, and the unanimous 
consent is not going to be granted un-
less he deems those amendments are 
relevant to the underlying bill, which 
means in his context of what is rel-
evant. Well, a lot of us will have dif-
ferent views on what that means, as I 
pointed out on the death tax alone as 
an issue. 

So this is a process of shutting down 
the amendment process on the farm 
bill. The last time we debated the farm 
bill, we had 245 amendments and 19 
rollcall votes, and we were on it for 4 
weeks. I think on the first day or the 
second day of the farm bill debate 
around here, for those of us who may 
not be enamored with the bill, even 
though we know a lot of effort was put 
into it—because it spends a lot of 
money, creates a lot of new subsidies 
and programs, and uses a lot of budg-

etary gimmicks—we would like to have 
a much more open process, and I am 
disappointed we are not going to. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. REID. I am not going to, as my 

friend said, belabor the point, but my 
friend from New Hampshire has made 
my case for me—4 weeks, 245 amend-
ments, and 19 rollcall votes. I have no 
problem with the 19 rollcall votes. I do 
have a problem with 4 weeks. I do have 
a problem with 245 amendments. That 
is why I think we should have a process 
whereby people offer amendments, if 
they are relevant, to the farm bill. 

In the time we have spent debating 
this—and we only have 15 minutes be-
fore we take our usual weekly Tuesday 
break—we could have taken up at least 
one amendment. The people who of-
fered this huge amendment, a big 
amendment, and we had it described, 
for me, it is a pretty easy deal. I have 
been here when this has been debated 
before. Most everyone who has been 
here has heard this debate on numer-
ous occasions. So I am sure they will 
go back, Senators DORGAN and GRASS-
LEY, and pick out their favorite state-
ments they made before, and they will 
talk about it again. They do not want 
a lot of time on it. So we could dispose 
of this amendment very quickly, as we 
could most every other amendment on 
this bill. 

But as I say, my friend has made my 
case for me—245 amendments, 4 weeks. 
I repeat: I don’t have a problem with 
the 19 rollcall votes, but the only ones 
stopping the amendment process are 
my friends who think somehow this is 
different than other pieces of legisla-
tion we have. The difference is I offered 
the first amendment. And I am very 
happy, as the chairman of the bill is, 
and other people on this side of the 
aisle who are very concerned about the 
passage of this bill—they want it 
passed—to be cooperative. If there is 
something wrong with this bill, offer 
relevant amendments. If there is some-
thing in there you want to cut, that is 
always relevant, to cut things in a pro-
gram, at least that is my under-
standing. 

The only ones stopping the amend-
ment process are my friends on the 
other side of the aisle. They are mak-
ing a big deal out of nothing. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Would the major-
ity leader yield for a question? 

Mr. REID. I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. The fundamental 

problem, I would say to my friend, the 
majority leader, is: What incentive do 
Members on my side of the aisle who 
object to the process have to grant con-
sent to set aside an amendment? What 
incentive do they have? 

I would expect, just guessing, the 
senior Senator from New Hampshire 
may not be very enthusiastic about the 
underlying bill. By setting up a process 
like the majority leader has set up, in 
which a number of Members on my side 
believe the process is unfair, what is 
their incentive to give consent for the 
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majority leader to set aside an amend-
ment and then allow an amendment of 
his choosing to be dealt with? 

Mr. REID. I would be happy to re-
spond to that. Mr. President, I think 
there is tremendous incentive. First of 
all, they could have their amendment 
heard—their relevant amendment. And 
there is nothing to stop us from having 
the managers of the bill sit down and 
work out a procedure where they can 
come up with 10 relevant amend-
ments—amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 
9, 10—to this bill. Do one, do the other, 
and we can try to work out time agree-
ments on these matters. 

So there is tremendous incentive, be-
cause I am convinced there are people 
on both sides of the aisle who have 
problems with this bill. Some do not 
like the bill and they want to change 
it; others want to improve the bill. 
They want to do that in good faith. So 
the incentive would be, as I have said 
to my dear friend, the Senator from 
Kentucky, to have their amendment 
and others heard. 

There is nothing to prevent the man-
ager of the bill from coming up with a 
series—I would even go as far as to say 
my distinguished friend, the Repub-
lican leader, if he wants to have the 
final say with me, if the managers do a 
good job, I would be happy to include 
him in the mix. But there is a lot of in-
centive. We could, in the next couple of 
days, work out a procedure to get rid of 
a lot of amendments that are relevant 
to this bill and would either improve 
the bill in the mind of some people or 
make it a little worse, which is the 
goal some people have. 

There is tremendous incentive here, 
because we could agree to—we might 
arrive at a point where people say we 
have had a pretty good opportunity to 
change this bill; we do not need to do 
an Iraq amendment; we do not need to 
do an amendment dealing with fire-
fighters that has no bearing on this 
bill. In fact, what we need to do is work 
on making this bill one where people 
have the opportunity to offer amend-
ments on the farm bill that are rel-
evant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, let 
me sum up where I think we are. It has 
been a very interesting and enlight-
ening discussion. But here is where we 
are. The Senate is gridlocked on the 
farm bill because of the decision to fill 
up the tree. And now where we are, as 
the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire has pointed out, is that any 
one Senator, any one of the 100, can ob-
ject to an amendment being set aside 
in order to consider another amend-
ment. 

What will have to happen at this 
point is, as it happens every day on vir-
tually every bill, the majority leader 
and I are going to have to sit down off 
the floor of the Senate and talk about 
the way forward, because we will not 
be able to go forward in our current 
circumstance because of the decision 

by the majority to shut out the minor-
ity, or contrarily to select what 
amendments will be permitted. That is 
simply not acceptable on this side of 
the aisle. 

So it has been an interesting and use-
ful discussion, and I am sure to some 
C–SPAN viewers quite boring, because 
it has largely been about procedure. 

Nevertheless, that is where we are. 
We are going to have to do what we do 
every day in the Senate, sit down and 
figure out the way forward. The farm 
bill needs to pass. We hope it passes 
sometime in the near future. But we 
are going to insist on a fair process 
consistent with the way farm bills have 
been debated in the past. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I know my 
friend from Arizona has been here and 
very patient. I guess the question I 
would ask—I have been asked most of 
the questions, but I do not ask any one 
person to answer this to me. But the 
question I have is: Why would there 
not be an agreement to my suggestion, 
my proposal? Let’s debate the day-
lights out of this bill, offer amend-
ments. What is wrong with that? Is it 
because there are people wanting to 
offer unrelated amendments to the 
bill? I mean, what in the world is 
wrong with what we are trying to ac-
complish here? It is a big bill. We do it 
every 5 years. People should have an 
opportunity to change it. I think they 
should do that. Why would they not 
want us to do that? Is there something 
I am missing here? I mean, is it their 
last opportunity to do—as Senator 
Dole used to refer to as decorating a 
Christmas tree? Is that what they want 
to do? Is this their Christmas tree to 
try to decorate it? I do not understand 
it. 

I say to everyone within the sound of 
my voice: Do we need on the farm bill 
amendments relating to labor issues? 
Do we need amendments dealing with 
Leave No Child Behind? Do we need 
amendments relating to environmental 
issues? Global warming? Do we need 
amendments dealing with Iraq, the war 
in Iraq, Afghanistan, or the situation 
now in Pakistan? 

I do not think so. I think we need to 
work on this bill, get as much of it 
done as we can this week. I think it 
will spill over into next week, but in 
the process, we are going to have to 
find time to do a conference report on 
the Labor-HHS bill. That has a rule 
violation in it, perhaps; we have to do 
the Defense appropriations bill with 
the CR. Those are the must-do items. 

Now I am not trying, as I have said 
so many times here, to stop an open 
amendment process on this bill, except 
I want them to be relevant. I think 
most everybody does who has any deal-
ing in this farm bill. I do not expect 
the ranking member to get engaged in 
this. He has responsibilities to listen to 
his leadership, and that is understand-
able. 

I will bet if the truth were known, 
those Senators who have worked so 
hard on this bill are thinking to them-

selves: Now, what has REID said that is 
unreasonable? What he has said is: I 
have offered the first amendment, and 
it is not my amendment. I am not self-
ish, wanting my amendment to be 
heard. I have offered a bipartisan 
amendment that we know must be de-
bated before this farm bill is com-
pleted. And then I say, anyone who 
wants to offer another amendment re-
lating to the farm bill that is relevant: 
Have at it. I am not going to stop any-
one from doing that. I don’t think any-
body on this side will either. 

The Republicans are not having a de-
bate on the farm bill, for reasons that 
are beyond my ability to comprehend, 
unless it is the Dole theory of trying to 
put new lights on the Christmas tree. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the majority leader’s explanation 
of his position. But I think in his own 
explanation he raises the issues on 
which we are concerned. He has now 
taken off the table the estate tax. I 
cannot think of anything that is more 
relevant to the farmers, to the family 
farm, than the ability to pass that 
farm on to your children without hav-
ing it wiped out by punitive and other 
inappropriate taxes, the death tax. 

He has now taken off the table global 
warming issues. Well, I have to say 
from my little knowledge of that 
issue—I studied it a bit, I have spent a 
lot of time on it in a couple of narrow 
areas such as acid rain. Farming is a 
critical issue in the issue of global 
warming. What is done on a farm has a 
huge impact both positively and nega-
tively on global warming. 

Then he took off the table the issue 
of labor, labor questions. Well, in my 
experience, labor questions have a huge 
impact on farm policy, especially the 
immigration labor issues, how you get 
people who are immigrants to help you 
pick apples in New Hampshire, and the 
potatoes in Idaho. That is a labor issue. 

So his concept of relevance is an ex-
tremely narrow one. But his concept of 
relevance is going to be the concept 
that disciplines this floor relevant to 
amendments being made. 

The Senate was never conceived as 
being the House. This is supposed to be 
the place where we get into debates, 
where we exchange ideas, where people 
throw out a thought on a bill such as 
this that is fairly significant, and it 
gets debated, a position. But that is 
not going to happen on this bill be-
cause the majority leader has decided 
to execute a process which is even 
more constricted than what would be 
the House procedure under this similar 
bill. 

It is certainly inconsistent with the 
traditions of the Senate, on the issue of 
the farm bills specifically, but on our 
traditions generally. He used my sta-
tistics to support his position. I do not 
see how he can do that, quite honestly. 
Farm bills have always involved sig-
nificant debate on the floor. Why? Be-
cause they are huge policy issues which 
affect a lot of people in this country— 
everybody who eats, to begin with, and 
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that is about everyone—and obviously 
the farm community, which is the pro-
ducers of food and do an extraordinary 
job for our Nation. They have always 
taken a long time on the floor to de-
bate—weeks, usually. And they have 
always been open for amendments, 
which is totally reasonable because of 
the complexity of the bill. They have 
often brought in issues such as the 
death tax, immigration, labor, and how 
you get migrant labor, global warming, 
and in the case of New England, for ex-
ample, they brought in the question of 
these subsidies, which we find a little 
difficult to tolerate, which are now 
being expanded to asparagus. There is a 
crop that needs a subsidy or the walk-
ing-around money that has been put in 
this bill for the purpose of disasters or 
the fact that there is probably $20 bil-
lion of gimmicks put in this bill that 
are budgetary games or the fact that 
they have moved mandatory spending 
over to tax expenditures. 

What an outrage on the budget proc-
ess. They opened a $3 billion add-on in 
mandatory spending so they could go 
out and spend that on various interest 
groups by creating a tax credit. The 
list goes on and on and on and on. 

Why should we not on this bill get 
into a debate over the issue of tax pol-
icy? Because tax policy underlines the 
way this bill is paid for. The Senator 
from Arizona has an extraordinarily 
good proposal on the death tax. Why 
should that not be on the table here? 

The whole issue of AMT should be on 
the table, in my humble opinion, be-
cause there are a number of farmers, 
by the way, who pay the AMT tax, a 
number of them. There are going to be 
a lot more when we bump up to 20 mil-
lion people paying that tax next year. 
These are all relevant to this bill, in 
my humble opinion, of what relevant 
is. 

By the way, in the Senate, relevance 
is everything when it comes to the 
open amendment process. We are not 
functioning under postcloture rules 
here. Relevant is irrelevant when it 
comes to a bill on the floor of the Sen-
ate. Anything can be amended in any 
way, and it is an open bill. That is the 
concept of the Senate. 

If somebody wants to put on this bill 
policies relative to Nicaraguan house-
keepers, they can put that amendment 
on traditionally. That has no relevance 
at all to the average American looking 
at it, but it is the Senate’s prerogative. 

So we are undermining the funda-
mental prerogative of the Senate and 
every Member of the Senate, I think in 
a very damaging way. I am dis-
appointed in the decision by the major-
ity. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. KYL. I had hoped to ask the ma-

jority leader a question here, but I 
think my question has already been an-
swered, so I will simply make this 
point. 

There may be extraordinarily unique 
circumstances where once in a blue 

moon it is important to move a very 
focused piece of legislation in a very 
hurried period of time so that the ma-
jority is warranted in setting up a 
process such as that which has been es-
tablished for this bill, where there are 
no amendments unless the majority 
leader says so. But that is not the situ-
ation with this bill. It never has been 
with the farm bill. This is the bill we 
are debating that we are taking up. 
And to suggest that the Senator’s pre-
rogative to offer any amendment—a lot 
of times they get voted down because 
they do not have the support—but the 
Senator’s prerogative to offer an 
amendment is going to be eliminated 
through the gatekeeper of the majority 
leader or any other member of the Sen-
ate who can object, is to derogate the 
basic rule of the Senate and eliminate 
a basic right of Senators. 

I recall not long after I got here, my 
colleague from Arizona objected to the 
then-majority on this side establishing 
a process that was not this drastic, but 
in some respects limited the right of 
amendments. He said: The Senate is 
the body in which any Member has a 
right to offer an amendment. It will be 
wrong for us to do that. Our leadership 
relented, and there were amendments 
allowed on the other side that got us 
over that impasse. That is what our 
minority leader was referring to a mo-
ment ago. You cannot impose a sort of 
dictatorial process where one person 
gets to decide whether you offer an 
amendment in the Senate. 

Sooner or later that process is going 
to break down. And on a bill as big as 
this bill, with as many diverse inter-
ests as the Senator from New Hamp-
shire was talking about, it is not right 
that Senators not be allowed to offer 
amendments. Again, if they are not 
good amendments, they are going to be 
defeated, and they can always be tabled 
at any time, so they do not have to 
take up time. If I offered a silly, non-
germane amendment, any of my col-
leagues could immediately move to 
table that amendment. Assuming it 
was simply nongermane, that motion 
to table would presumably pass. That 
whole thing would transpire in less 
than half an hour. 

So it is not about Republicans trying 
to take too long or offer silly amend-
ments; it is about the regular process 
which ordinarily allowed us to offer 
amendments of our choice, not the 
choice of another Member of the body. 
I would hope the majority would recon-
sider, and that we could, after lunch, 
proceed with the process that is more 
amenable to all Senators being able to 
offer amendments they choose to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I only 
hope that both the minority and the 
majority can figure out a way of mov-
ing forward with what has been a labor 
that has taken up both Republican and 
Democrats for the last 2 years to de-
velop what is a very good farm bill. 
What the majority leader is attempting 

to do is to get us into a process where 
we will ultimately get a farm bill to 
cross the finish line, which is good for 
America. I hope the Republican minor-
ity can work with us to try to figure 
out a way forward to get us across the 
finish line. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, at 12:31 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. CARPER). 

f 

FARM, NUTRITION, AND 
BIOENERGY ACT OF 2007—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
seeks recognition? 

The Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. What is the status 

of the Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amend-

ments submitted to the bill. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. I am sorry? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amend-

ments are pending to the bill. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 

consent that three speakers—Senator 
SALAZAR for 20 minutes, ALEXANDER for 
15 minutes, and DORGAN 20 minutes—go 
in that order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Colorado is recog-
nized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I rise 
in strong support of the 2007 farm bill. 
Before I go to the specifics of the bill, 
I wish to acknowledge those who have 
worked so hard in getting us where we 
are today. 

This has been a huge undertaking 
spread out over several years, starting 
under the leadership of Senator 
CHAMBLISS and his work in the Agri-
culture Committee. The hearings he 
held around the country, the hearings 
he held in the West and the Southeast, 
all over, contributed greatly to the bi-
partisan product that is before the Sen-
ate today. In addition, the leadership 
of our chairman, Senator HARKIN, a 
man from farm country whose heart 
and soul are about making sure agri-
culture and rural America thrive—his 
leadership and the help of his staff in 
getting us to this point today is some-
thing we all must acknowledge and 
something for which I am grateful and 
something for which the farmers and 
ranchers in rural Colorado are grateful. 

I also acknowledge both Senators 
BAUCUS and GRASSLEY and their leader-
ship on the Finance Committee. The 
energy and specialty crops and con-
servation pieces of the farm bill have 
been significantly enhanced by the ac-
tions taken by the members of the Fi-
nance Committee. Without the leader-
ship and bipartisan example of Senator 
BAUCUS and Senator GRASSLEY, we 
would not be where we are today. 
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It goes without saying that even 

though there are many laudatory com-
ments given to the chairman and rank-
ing member of both the Agriculture 
and Finance Committees, there are 
working on both of those committees 
many other Members of the Senate 
who have helped craft what I believe is 
one of the most historic pieces of legis-
lation to come before this body. It will 
open a new chapter for agriculture and 
rural America, a product of which I am 
very proud. 

I also thank the agricultural leaders 
in my State of Colorado who have been 
so helpful to me over the last 21⁄2 years 
as we have helped craft the farm bill 
before the Senate: Commissioner John 
Stup, the commissioner of Colorado’s 
Department of Agriculture; Kent 
Peppler and Lee Swensen with the 
Rocky Mountain Farmers Union; Alan 
Foutz and Troy Bredekamp, leaders of 
the Colorado Farm Bureau; Nick 
Midcap, Darrell Hannavan, and Dusty 
Tallman, who have labored so hard on 
this bill, who are with the Colorado 
Wheat Growers Association; Byron 
Weathers and Mark Sponslor, leaders 
of the Colorado Corn Growers Associa-
tion; Terry Frankhauser with the Colo-
rado Cattlemen’s Association; Scott 
Johnson and Bill Hammerich with the 
Colorado Livestock Association; and 
from the Independent Cattlemen of 
Colorado, Doug Zalesky, John Reid, 
and Reid and Kathleen Kelly. I thank 
Gregg Yando with the Colorado Dairy 
Farmers of America, Jim Ehrlich with 
the Colorado Potato Administrative 
Council, and a host of other Colorado 
people who have been instrumental in 
our efforts in moving this bill forward. 

This legislation is truly a bipartisan, 
forward-thinking, balanced package. It 
is truly the example of how this Senate 
ought to work, bringing Democrats and 
Republicans together on what is a 
major issue. The effort of Senator 
REID, the majority leader, to get us to 
a point where we will reach conclusion 
on this bill is something I appreciate. 
This is, after all, the farm bill. We 
ought not be debating the great issues 
of our time, whether those be Iraq or 
immigration or issues having to do 
with Latin America, issues that are ex-
traneous, on this legislation. Senator 
REID’s effort to make sure what we are 
doing is to keep the focus of this bill on 
agriculture and rural America and the 
substantive components of the farm 
bill is important. I hope my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle, Republicans 
and Democrats, will say: Yes, we have 
to get a process that gets us to conclu-
sion on the farm bill. 

Today is a particularly proud day for 
me. The occupant of the chair was very 
involved in helping me understand the 
importance of becoming a Senator. For 
that, I will always be appreciative. I 
still remember that in my maiden 
speech on the floor more than 2 years 
ago, I spoke about the possibilities and 
the promise that America’s small 
towns and rural communities offer for 
a country that is in need of clean re-

newable energy, a secure food supply, 
and responsible stewardship of our land 
and our water. Unfortunately, for too 
long Washington has overlooked the 
opportunities rural America can pro-
vide and, through a policy of neglect 
and disinterest, has allowed small 
towns and rural communities across 
the country to wither on the vine. 

This legislation will change that 
course of neglect. The bill before us 
will bring new life and energy to rural 
America. It will do so in a number of 
different ways. It will do so through a 
set of smart investments that help 
farmers and ranchers and business men 
and women build a clean energy econ-
omy that has its roots in the fields of 
America’s farmers and ranchers. It lays 
the infrastructure for rural broadband 
and microbusiness loans for acceler-
ated economic development in rural 
areas. It creates incentives for the wise 
stewardship of land and water—prac-
tices from which we can all benefit. It 
puts money into nutrition programs 
that take on the scourge of hunger and 
allow low-income children to learn in 
our schools. It helps bring balance and 
certainty to the agricultural markets 
so that Americans can continue to 
enjoy a healthy and secure food supply. 
It does all of this while closing loop-
holes that have allowed Federal dollars 
to end up in the hands of people who 
should not have been eligible for assist-
ance in the first place. It is a smart 
and fiscally responsible bill. 

I grew up on a ranch in the San Luis 
Valley a few miles north of the Colo-
rado-New Mexico border. My family 
has farmed and ranched that same land 
for five generations. For much of my 
life, I spent long days in the fields with 
my family tending to the cattle, baling 
hay, and fixing fences. It was hard 
work, and my hands are permanently 
calloused from nearly three decades of 
work on that ranch. But from that 
work, we always knew we loved our 
ranch, our land and water, and our way 
of life. To be a farmer or a rancher is 
a hard life, let there be no mistake 
about that. While the rest of the world 
might go home at 5 o’clock in the 
afternoon, for those who are working 
the farms and the ranches, you don’t go 
home until probably half an hour after 
the sun sets at 9 o’clock. It is very hard 
work. 

My parents always said that they 
could not give us—my seven brothers 
and sisters—material riches, but they 
could teach us values that come from 
work, family, and faith. These are the 
values one finds in rural communities 
across America. These are the priceless 
and timeless values that built this 
country. In 1787, Thomas Jefferson sent 
a letter to George Washington in which 
he talked about the role of the farmer 
in a young democracy. Thomas Jeffer-
son said: ‘‘Agriculture . . . is our 
wisest pursuit because it will in the 
end contribute most to real wealth, 
good morals and happiness.’’ 

Those of us who have had the privi-
lege of growing up on a farm or a ranch 

or of visiting some farms and spending 
time with America’s producers can ap-
preciate how important agriculture 
and our rural communities are. Unfor-
tunately, in the coming days this bill 
will be criticized by some in the media, 
by some Members in this Chamber, and 
others for being too favorable to farm-
ers, for putting too much money into 
conservation programs, for supporting 
rural development initiatives, or for 
making too many investments in 
biofuels production. In short, critics 
will ask why Federal dollars should go 
into programs that on the surface only 
appear to benefit rural communities. 
They are wrong. The answer is very 
simple: The health of our farms, 
ranches, and our rural communities is 
vital to American prosperity. Everyone 
benefits from a strong and smart farm 
bill. The farmer in eastern Colorado, 
the third grader eating fresh fruits and 
vegetables at lunch, and the mother 
who wants us to reduce our dependence 
on foreign oil all gain from a strong 
and balanced farm bill. 

I wish to take a few moments to walk 
through the bill and explain why it is 
so important for farmers, for children, 
and for all Americans that the Senate 
pass this bill. 

Since being elected to the Senate in 
2004, I have often spoken about how 
Washington’s policies in recent years 
have been blind to the needs of rural 
Americans. More than half of the coun-
ties in America are rural. In my State 
of Colorado, 44 of the 64 counties are 
rural. In my view, Washington’s ne-
glect of rural America has made rural 
America a forgotten America. Busi-
nesses on main streets in many towns 
and villages across my State have been 
boarded up. FSA offices have been 
closed or attempted to be closed, in-
cluding the very recent actions of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture. Fam-
ily farmers are having to sell their land 
after years of drought. To see Washing-
ton’s neglect of our rural communities 
is disheartening, when we know how 
much possibility and promise rural 
America holds. With modest invest-
ments, rural America can be the engine 
of a clean energy economy, fueling an 
alternative energy revolution that cap-
italizes on the hard work, productivity, 
and entrepreneurship of farmers and 
ranchers. 

This is why I am so pleased that the 
2007 farm bill makes such wise invest-
ments in rural development. The bill 
provides $355 million for rural develop-
ment. These investments will enable 
entrepreneurs in rural communities to 
leverage microenterprise loans to build 
their businesses. They will help health 
care providers provide access to under-
served rural communities. They will 
help get broadband Internet access into 
small towns. Broadband access is to 
rural communities in the 21st century 
what highways were in the 20th cen-
tury and railroads were in the 19th cen-
tury. It is the infrastructure that is es-
sential to economic development. The 
$26 million in this bill for broadband 
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will help close the digital divide that is 
preventing rural businesses and entre-
preneurs from fully participating in 
the global economy. 

Second, this bill includes an energy 
title that opens up a new chapter of op-
portunity for rural America. In the 2005 
Energy Policy Act and in the Energy 
bill we passed earlier this year, we 
planted the seeds for a renewable en-
ergy revolution so that we can reduce 
our very dangerous dependence on for-
eign oil. The farm bill takes the next 
step, helping farmers and ranchers 
take advantage of new energy tech-
nologies that have been developed in 
places such as the National Renewable 
Energy Laboratory in Golden, CO. With 
the $1.3 billion this bill devotes to en-
ergy programs, farmers will be able to 
apply for grants to develop biorefin-
eries and to improve the handling, har-
vest, transport, and storage of feed-
stocks for biofuels. The bill includes 
tax credits for small wind turbines and 
cellulosic biofuel production. It stimu-
lates research into the methods and 
technologies that will allow the most 
productive land in the world to provide 
more and more of our energy. Our 
farmers and ranchers want to be a part 
of the solution to our addiction to for-
eign oil. They want to help reduce the 
amount of oil we import while helping 
stimulate a clean energy economy that 
is built on innovation, technology, and 
taking advantage of the production ca-
pabilities of rural America. 

This energy title is a win-win for our 
rural communities. It is my hope that 
with this energy title in the farm bill, 
together with the other energy legisla-
tion we have adopted in the Senate and 
in committee, the vision Senator 
GRASSLEY and I had with respect to the 
25 by 2025 resolution will help us grow 
our way to energy independence, be-
cause the 25 by 2025 resolution recog-
nizes at its heart that we in America 
can grow 25 percent of our energy from 
renewable energy resources by the year 
2025. This farm bill takes us a signifi-
cant way down that road. 

The third aspect of the legislation I 
want to emphasize is the conservation 
title. Farmers and ranchers are some of 
the best stewards of our land and 
water. We need a farm bill that recog-
nizes and encourages the good steward-
ship practices from which we all ben-
efit. 

To understand why the conservation 
programs in the farm bill are so impor-
tant—and to understand how we will 
all benefit from them—just visit one of 
the ranches along the Yampa River in 
northwest Colorado. You quickly see 
the ranchers there do not simply put 
high-quality, grassfed beef on our din-
ner table. They guard the open spaces 
that draw sightseers and recreation-
alists from all around the world. They 
protect the clean water that comes to 
our homes. They provide habitat for 
fish and game, bringing millions of dol-
lars in revenue from fishing and hunt-
ing into our State. 

Unfortunately, you cannot find a 
price on the Chicago Mercantile Ex-

change for these values in clean water, 
clean air, habitat, and open space divi-
dends that ranchland and farmland 
provide to America. And if a ranch goes 
under or is developed, we lose the con-
servation value that farms and ranches 
provide. 

So how do we address this challenge? 
How do we address this challenge in 
this bill? We do it through existing, ef-
fective programs that reward farmers 
and ranchers for the conservation prac-
tices from which we all benefit. 

Thanks to Chairman HARKIN’s leader-
ship, the 2007 farm bill is the greenest 
farm bill in the history of America. It 
reauthorizes highly successful con-
servation programs such as the Envi-
ronmental Quality Incentives Program, 
EQIP, and the Conservation Reserve 
Program, CRP. 

The bill reauthorizes EQIP, which 
provides cost-share funding and tech-
nical assistance to producers so they 
can address environmental issues on 
their lands. In Colorado, we receive 
around $30 million to $40 million a year 
for projects that, for example, reduce 
water waste, improve water quality or 
provide fencing that keeps livestock 
out of sensitive areas. 

The bill also reauthorizes the Con-
servation Reserve Program, which 
helps producers retire and restore agri-
cultural land that, if taken out of pro-
duction, would provide significant en-
vironmental benefits. In Colorado 
alone, we have around 2.3 million acres 
enrolled in CRP for purposes ranging 
from erosion control and habitat pres-
ervation to improving water use. The 
reauthorization in this bill will allow 
us to continue to make these wise in-
vestments in stewardship. 

Mr. President, a parliamentary in-
quiry: How much time do I have? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 2 minutes 45 seconds. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, if my 
colleague from Tennessee will allow 
me, I ask unanimous consent for an ad-
ditional 5 minutes to get through the 
conclusion of my speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, the Senator is recognized for 
an additional 5 minutes. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague and friend and 
comrade from Tennessee. 

Beyond the conservation programs 
which are so much at the heart of this 
legislation, we also know that at the 
heart of this legislation is the food se-
curity of our country and the nutrition 
title. 

In addition to the rural development, 
energy production, and conservation 
practices in this bill, the 2007 farm bill 
helps ensure the continued production 
of safe, healthy food right here at 
home. 

Since our founding, agriculture has 
been indispensable to our economy and 
our prosperity. Corn, tobacco, and cot-
ton helped fund the Revolution and the 

organization of our young States. The 
promise of free land brought millions 
of new settlers to the West where they 
planted wheat, raised cattle, and cul-
tivated the earth. The productivity of 
our farms sustained the war effort as 
we defeated the Fascists and Nazis, 
helped rebuild Europe and Japan, and 
liberated the world. Now, as we search 
for new ways to power our economy, 
our farms and ranches offer new prom-
ise for a new, clean energy economy. 

Growing up on a ranch in the San 
Luis Valley taught me how tough it is 
to make a living off the land. You work 
sunup to sundown all year, 7 days a 
week, to raise a good crop or a healthy 
herd, and then, without anything you 
can do to prevent it, a hailstorm, dis-
ease, drought, or flooding can wipe it 
all away in a moment’s notice. When 
you do have a bumper crop, you some-
times find everyone else has had a 
bumper crop that year too. As a result, 
prices fall and you actually sometimes 
do worse. 

The bill that is before us helps pro-
ducers and, therefore, helps all of us by 
bringing some level of certainty and 
structure to agricultural markets. We 
cannot and should not take the risk 
out of our farming and ranching—it is 
a tough business however you cut it— 
but we can help make the very bad 
years a little less painful in rural 
America. The little bit of uncertainty 
that favorable loan rates or a counter-
cyclical program can provide is often 
the difference between whether a fam-
ily loses the farm or keeps the farm. 

Why, some may ask, should we care 
about whether a family is able to stay 
on their farm? Why should we care? 
For many years—from my days as at-
torney general to my days in the Sen-
ate—I have always had a sign on my 
desk that says: ‘‘No Farms, No Food.’’ 
To me, that statement tells the story 
about the importance of food security 
for our country. 

The fresh fruits, grain, meats, and 
vegetables that come from our farms 
and ranches are essential to public 
health, reducing hunger, and ensuring 
that Americans can always find afford-
able, safe food at their grocery store. 

A great example of how the bill bene-
fits both producers and consumers is 
the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
gram, championed by Chairman HAR-
KIN, which provides fruits and vegeta-
bles to schoolchildren across all of 
America. We are expanding this pro-
gram now so it covers all 50 States, up 
from the 14 States that have been cov-
ered by this program in the past. For 
me and my constituents in Colorado, it 
means that 80,000 children are going to 
get fresh fruits and vegetables in their 
school lunches. This will reduce child-
hood obesity, increase productivity in 
school, and teach habits for a healthy 
lifestyle. 

I want to speak briefly about some 
farm bill reform measures that are in-
cluded in the bill. 
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Although we all benefit from smart 

investments in programs that help pro-
vide stability and certainty for pro-
ducers, we also must be wary of waste 
and abuse. The 2002 farm bill was not 
perfect, and I am pleased the Agri-
culture Committee took this year’s re-
authorization as an opportunity to ad-
dress its shortcomings. 

Our bill, for example, includes sig-
nificant reforms on how we deal with 
payment limits. USDA payments must 
now be attributed to an actual person— 
a real live person, one who breathes 
and walks and works the soil—as op-
posed to some amorphous entity. Pre-
viously, individuals were finding ways 
to collect payments from up to three 
different operations under the so-called 
three-entity rule. We have abolished 
that in this farm bill. 

The 2002 farm bill also left open sev-
eral loopholes that have allowed farm 
bill dollars to go to nonfarmers for 
land that is no longer in agriculture. I 
am proud to have worked with my col-
league from Nebraska, Senator BEN 
NELSON, on language incorporated into 
the legislation that stops this waste. 
Our language prohibits the distribution 
of commodity support payments for 
land that has been subdivided for 
houses or transferred to other non-
agricultural uses. This is an important 
fix. 

So is our reform to how Washington 
deals with agricultural disasters equal-
ly important. From time to time, farm-
ers and ranchers get hit by droughts, 
floods, or tornadoes that wipe away 
their crop. It happened to us in Colo-
rado last winter in the southeastern 
part of our State, where a blizzard bur-
ied whole herds of livestock. Our pro-
ducers lost thousands of head of cattle 
out in southeastern Colorado. 

How did Washington respond to that 
agricultural disaster? Washington re-
sponded in its own typical fashion: 
USDA declares it a disaster. Congress 
scrambles to find emergency funding. 
The bill gets stalled, and then farmers 
and ranchers have to wait 2, 3, 4 years 
before they get any kind of relief. 

What is wrong with this picture? 
First, we are not delivering disaster as-
sistance efficiently. Second, we should 
not be relying on emergency spending 
to provide disaster assistance. We need 
to put these expenditures back on the 
books. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have 3 more minutes to finish 
my statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Hearing none, it is so ordered. The 
Senator is recognized for 3 additional 
minutes. 

Mr. SALAZAR. On disaster assist-
ance and the importance of us creating 
a permanent disaster assistance fund, 
first, we are not delivering disaster as-
sistance efficiently to date. Secondly, 
we should not be relying on emergency 
spending to provide disaster assistance. 
We need to put these expenditures back 
on the books. Congress has passed 23— 

23—ad hoc disaster assistance bills 
since 1988. That is 23 since 1988. Al-
though I am supportive of this emer-
gency assistance and have helped push 
this emergency disaster assistance for-
ward in the last 21⁄2 years, I believe we 
need to create a system for disaster aid 
that will respond more efficiently and 
promptly to the needs of our ranchers 
and farmers. 

What we have done on this bill— 
thanks to the leadership of Chairman 
BAUCUS and Ranking Member GRASS-
LEY on the Finance Committee—is to 
create a permanent trust fund for dis-
aster assistance. This will allow us to 
maintain discipline and high standards 
for determining when to pay out dis-
aster funds, and it will allow producers 
to get help more quickly. It is a sen-
sible and fiscally responsible solution. 

The American farmer has always 
been an engine for prosperity and op-
portunity in America. Through revolu-
tion, western settlement, depression, 
and world wars, the men and women 
who work our lands have always been 
there to lead us through the next great 
challenge that faces our country. 
Today, we are faced with a new chal-
lenge—that of building a clean energy 
economy for the 21st century—and we 
need the help of our farmers and ranch-
ers to get us there. 

Our national security, our economic 
security, and our environmental secu-
rity all demand that we grow our way 
toward energy independence. It is an 
imperative, but it is also a great oppor-
tunity for our Nation. 

The country that successfully re-
places its imports of foreign oil with 
clean, homegrown energy will reap 
competitive and technological advan-
tages that will keep it out in front of 
the rest of the world for decades to 
come. We can play a part in this new 
economy, but the productivity and in-
genuity of rural America is our great-
est untapped resource in our quest to 
reduce our dependence on foreign oil. 

I am excited about this bill, with its 
investments in rural development, en-
ergy technology, and wise stewardship. 
It taps the great resource of rural 
America while strengthening our abil-
ity to produce clean, safe, and afford-
able food. 

This bill represents the best type of 
work we can do in the Senate—cooper-
ative, bipartisan work that is focused 
on creating new opportunities for our 
country. 

I thank again the leadership of both 
the Agriculture and Finance Commit-
tees for allowing us to move forward 
with this legislation and to bring the 
legislation to the floor today. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Tennessee. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 

Senator DORGAN, by unanimous con-
sent, is to follow me. I ask unanimous 
consent that Senator DOMENICI be rec-
ognized for up to 15 minutes, and then 
Senator CASEY for up to 15 minutes, 
following the remarks of Senator DOR-
GAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

further ask unanimous consent that 
the next Democratic speaker in order 
be Senator STABENOW. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

further ask unanimous consent that, 
although I may not need it, I be grant-
ed an additional 5 minutes for my re-
marks to complete my speech, and that 
I be able to speak as in morning busi-
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Thank you, Mr. 

President. 
Mr. President, would you please let 

me know when I have 2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. President, I first congratulate 
Senator HARKIN and Senator 
CHAMBLISS for their work on the farm 
bill. I know we want to move toward 
that as quickly as possible, and I look 
forward to a successful conclusion of 
that legislation. But for the next few 
minutes, I wish to speak on a different 
subject. 

(The remarks of Mr. ALEXANDER per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2312 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Chair, 
and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senator from 
North Dakota is recognized for 20 min-
utes. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, we are 
now debating the farm bill, and a num-
ber of my colleagues have talked about 
the particular provisions of the farm 
bill that is brought to us by the com-
mittee. I think the farm bill is a pretty 
good bill and I certainly intend to sup-
port it and I am pleased to be here to 
speak on it. I spoke last evening brief-
ly. But I wish to make a couple of com-
ments about family farmers, generally, 
before I talk about the bill and then 
also talk about the amendment that I, 
along with Senator GRASSLEY from 
Iowa, will be offering. 

First, the issue of family farming is 
one that is not often discussed because 
when people here talk about the farm 
bill, the agriculture bill; they talk 
about the agricultural industry. Let 
me explain that my interest in this is 
largely to try to keep a network of 
families living out in the country 
under the yard lights, trying to raise 
food for a hungry world. 

These are family farms that exist be-
cause they are out there trying to 
make a living, grow a crop, raise a fam-
ily. They face all kinds of challenges— 
challenges that most of us don’t face. 
They plant a seed in the ground, and 
they live on hope. They plant a seed 
and hope it grows. They hope it rains. 
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They hope it doesn’t rain too much to 
wash the seed out. Then they hope they 
get a growing season that gives them a 
chance to raise a crop. They hope it 
doesn’t develop crop disease. They hope 
it doesn’t hail and destroy the crop. 
They hope they get to harvest with 
something standing in the fields that 
they can, at that point, get off the field 
and take to a grain elevator, and at 
that point they hope the price will be 
decent. They don’t know. If they sur-
vive all of those hopes and get to the 
grain elevator with the grain and per-
haps get a decent price, maybe they 
make a decent living, but it is just as 
likely that they don’t. Those families 
live out there alone, taking all the 
risks. 

I recall about a year and a half ago 
driving into a town called Zeeland, ND, 
and meeting with a group of ranchers 
and farmers. They had been through a 
devastating drought where everything 
was destroyed. It looked like moon-
scape in the pastures driving into 
town. These ranchers and farmers had 
owned livestock they already had to 
sell, because if you don’t have feed, you 
cannot keep them; they have to go to 
the livestock market. So they talked 
about what they were trying to get 
through, with no crops, no pasture, no 
capability to keep their cattle and con-
ditions that forced them to market. 
That is just one issue, the drought. In 
that case, it was everything to them. 

So what most farmers face in times 
where they don’t have a devastating 
drought or some other natural weather 
disaster, they face economic cir-
cumstances that don’t give them much 
of an opportunity either. That is why 
we have a farm bill, a safety net, to try 
to help farmers through tough times. 

If you think about a farmer out there 
living under a yard light, trying to 
plow the land, plant a seed, harvest a 
crop, and make a living, here is what 
they face. When they order a load of 
gas to come out to gas up their tractor 
and their combine and till their fields, 
they discover the diesel fuel or gas is 
costing a fortune. They could not help 
that, they had nothing to do with that, 
but they are paying a fortune, as is the 
rest of the country, for this fuel they 
need. 

The fertilizer prices are sky-
rocketing. If they are fortunate 
enough, for example, to get a crop and 
get the crop to market someplace, they 
have to find a foreign home for a fair 
amount of the crop, and they have to 
pay the railroads. The railroads, as you 
know, overcharge, and in my State the 
Public Service Commission estimates 
they are paying $100 million a year 
more than they should. Farmers are 
bearing a substantial portion of that. 

So if they get their crops to the mar-
ketplace and to the county elevator 
and ship it somewhere, if some of it 
goes into a grocery manufacturing fa-
cility and comes out the other side, the 
farmer who started up the tractor, 
plowed the field, planted a seed of corn, 
and then hoped and was successful, got 

a stand of corn, cultivated the corn, 
and then harvested the corn, and that 
seed of corn then went to a grocery 
manufacturer—guess what. They then 
flake the corn and put it in a box and 
call it cornflakes. It has a fancy logo 
on the front, and they send it to the 
grocery store. They get more for flak-
ing the corn than the farmer does for 
driving the tractor, planting the seed, 
and harvesting the corn. The fact is, 
they get more than the farmer does for 
growing it. The same is true for puffed 
rice and wheat chex. You rice it, puff 
it, flake it, you check it, and they get 
more than the family farmer who had 
to grease the combine and the tractor, 
plow the furrow, and plant the seed. 

The farmer faces near monopolies in 
every single direction. If they want to 
sell a cow, steer, or bull, guess what. 
They face a packers’ industry that is 
highly concentrated in every direction, 
the oil industry, the rail industry, the 
big packers, and the grain industry. In 
every direction, the family farmers liv-
ing out there are struggling and trying 
to make a living, trying to get along, 
when they are surrounded by monopo-
lies or near monopolies in economic 
circumstances where it is pretty tough 
for them. 

Yesterday, I talked a bit about value. 
Why do we care? I suppose you could 
have corporations farming America 
from California to Maine, and then we 
would not sing ‘‘this land is your land, 
this land is my land.’’ I suppose we can 
produce America’s foods that way. I 
think family farmers—at least in my 
part of the country—produce more 
than just food, they produce commu-
nities. They are the blood vessels that 
flow into rural areas and communities. 
I mentioned yesterday that an author 
named Critchfield once wrote a book 
about what this contributes, and that 
is that family farmers are the seedbed 
of family values, and that seedbed nur-
tures family values from family farms 
to small towns to big cities. 

Family farms are important to this 
country. We put together a farm bill to 
try to provide a safety net because dur-
ing the tough times, when they reach a 
really tough patch—international price 
depressions for commodities, disasters, 
natural disasters, all kinds of things 
that confront family farmers in a dis-
astrous way—we want to have a safety 
net for them to get through tough 
times instead of getting washed out 
every time there is a problem. The big 
corporations and agrifactories have the 
financial strength to make it through 
tough times. We have put together a 
farm program, called a safety net, to 
try to help family farmers through dif-
ficult times. 

I know some view this notion of fam-
ily farming as some sentimental jour-
ney back to yesteryear. A friend of 
mine named Chuck Suchy is a singer 
and songwriter. He has a song, ‘‘Satur-
day Night at the Bohemian Hall,’’ de-
scribing what it was like growing up on 
the farm and gathering at the Bohe-
mian Hall to swap stories and talk 
about the weather and the crops. 

The description I gave yesterday of 
what one of the writers in North Da-
kota—a farmer and a rancher—who 
used to ask the question that needs to 
be asked of this country, I think, is im-
portant. Rodney Nelson asked the 
question, ‘‘What is it worth?’’ It is 
worth noting Rodney’s question. What 
is it worth for the country to have a 
kid who knows how to pour cement? 
What is it worth for a kid to know how 
to drive a tractor? What is it worth to 
know how to teach a newborn calf to 
suck milk from a pail? What is it worth 
for a kid to know how to grease a com-
bine, drive a tractor, plant a field, 
work in the cold winter, and work in 
the hot sunshine outdoors? What is all 
of that worth? Well, the fact is that it 
is important, and it contributes to this 
country in significant ways. In World 
War II, we sent millions of young peo-
ple from America’s farms over to go 
fight. They could do anything, fix any-
thing, drive anything. They were unbe-
lievably important to this country. 
The only place you learn all those 
skills is on the family farm in this 
country. That is why family farming is 
not just some sentimental journey; it 
is a value system for the country. 

Does this country care about families 
who live on farms? Do they care about 
putting together a safety net for them? 
The answer should be yes. This farm 
bill says yes, and I support it. I want to 
make it better. 

Senator GRASSLEY and I are going to 
offer an amendment that says if we are 
going to do this—and we should—then 
let’s provide reform with respect to 
payment limits and really make the 
payment limits effective so we are pro-
viding a safety net for family farmers, 
not a set of golden arches for the larg-
est corporate agrifactories in the coun-
try. 

Let me read some of the records of 
farm payment recipients and explain 
why it is necessary for us to have a 
payment limit. Senator GRASSLEY and 
I say, No. 1, there should be a payment 
limit of $250,000 per farm. No. 2, we say 
you ought to have to be involved in 
farming to get a farm program benefit. 
That is not very radical. 

I will read some of the payments. 
This comes from USDA information, 
and this is for 3 crop years, 2003 
through 2005. The Balmoral Farming 
Partnership got $7.9 million. Phillips 
Farm in Mississippi got $5.9 million. 
Kelley Enterprises got $4.9 million. 
Walker Place got $4.6 million. Dublin 
Farms got $4.2 million. I could keep 
reading, but I don’t think I need to 
read a lot more. But take a look at 
what happened with the farm program. 
Here is an example. In many ways, I 
am reluctantly reading the names, but 
they are public, and if someone is going 
to receive this funding and it is public 
information, it is reasonable to use it 
as an example. Benton Farms, Tyler, 
AL, got $2.5 million. Haney Farms of 
Athens, AL, Horace Haney got $607,000, 
and Shirley, Keith, and Matthew 
Haney each got $607,000. Combined, the 
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Haney family got $2.3 million. Pickens 
and Son Company got $4.3 million. The 
Storey family got $2.7 million. Ronald 
Storey got $956,000, Hazel Storey got 
$932,000, Ben Storney got $478,000, Re-
becca Storey got $430,000—I could do 
this for a while as well. I have pages of 
this. This is not a safety net for family 
farmers to get through tough times. It 
has become much more than that. It 
has become lucrative for big enter-
prises to farm the farm program and 
get paid millions of dollars, and it is 
wrong. 

Our amendment is reasonably simple. 
It says we should have a payment limi-
tation of $250,000, and you should have 
to be required to be involved in farm-
ing in order to collect farm program 
benefits. 

It is important to note that the Agri-
culture Committee made some strides 
in this area as they brought the bill to 
the floor. They eliminated the three- 
entity rule, which itself was a loophole 
that needed to be closed. They provide 
for attribution, direct attribution, so 
the payments are attributed to an indi-
vidual. It is not as if the Agriculture 
Committee didn’t do anything. They 
did. 

My colleague, Senator SALAZAR, 
talked about section 1105, and that sec-
tion is also something that can be help-
ful. My own view of section 1105 is that 
it doesn’t solve the problem entirely. 
So the proposal Senator GRASSLEY and 
I offer will address this in a significant 
way. 

I mentioned yesterday that, to give 
you an example of how far this has 
gone—having nothing to do with farm-
ing—if you had base acres for rice or 
other crops—for program crops—and 
have base acres on land that hasn’t 
been farmed for 20 years, has not pro-
duced a crop for 20 years, people who 
own that land but have never farmed in 
their life are getting farm program 
payments on land that hasn’t produced 
a crop in 20 years because it had a base 
acre in the mid to early 1980s. That 
makes no sense to me. That is not 
about providing a safety net. 

There is no stronger supporter of 
family farming in this Chamber than 
myself, and I am sure others would say 
the same about their support for fam-
ily farming. But it seems to me we 
need to close these loopholes. Why on 
earth would we have a production base, 
base acres, on land that has, in many 
cases, nothing to do with farming? 

I mentioned yesterday that down 
north of Houston, TX, they were selling 
what are referred to as ‘‘cowboy starter 
kits.’’ You buy 10 acres, put a house on 
1 acre, run a horse or cut hay on the 
other 9 acres, and you can get a farm 
program payment. The reason it is 
more prevalent in rice is that the pay-
ment per acre is over a hundred dollars 
an acre, as opposed to the other crops 
that are much less. Does it pass the 
test of reasonableness anywhere for 
someone who has never farmed to buy 
10 acres someplace and get a farm pro-
gram payment when they are not farm-

ing the 10 acres and it hasn’t grown 
anything for 20 years? That does not 
meet any test of anything. 

We can close that loophole, but the 
more effective way to close this is to 
say you can’t get farm program pay-
ments unless you are actively involved 
in farming. Should an arts patron in 
San Francisco get $2-plus million? She 
is not a farmer. She just comes from a 
family who used to have a farm, and 
she gets just over $2 million. We have, 
I think it is 300 or 400 people living in 
New York City, in that mountain of 
concrete, who get farm program pay-
ments. We have people in Los Angeles, 
CA, who don’t set foot on a farm who 
get farm program payments. Does that 
meet any test, or does somebody just 
not care about that and say: We just 
want to give payments to make us all 
feel good. 

I feel good when we give a payment 
to a family farmer as a safety net pay-
ment to help them through troubled 
times. When prices are high and the 
crops are bountiful, if you have a 
bumper crop and good prices, in my 
judgment, you don’t need the Govern-
ment’s help. With respect to the large 
enterprises, if you want to farm three 
or four counties, God bless you. I don’t 
think the Federal Government has to 
be your banker. You have every right 
to farm as much as you want. 

Some people would say to me, and 
they have said: That discriminates 
against the big operators, doesn’t it? 
But I say: The purpose of the farm pro-
gram is to be a safety net to help the 
family farm get through difficult 
times. They said: What is a family 
farm? Describe to me a family because 
you can’t describe it. I remind them of 
Michelangelo, who said when asked 
how did he sculpt David, he said: I took 
a piece of marble, and then I chipped 
away everything that wasn’t David. We 
could easily describe what most of us 
believe to be a family farm just by 
chipping away what isn’t. 

Is it a family farm when you have 
huge corporate enterprises with mul-
tiple family members getting $600,000, 
$700,000? Is that a family operation? I 
don’t think so. Huge corporations 
sucking millions of dollars out of the 
farm program by farming the farm pro-
gram? I don’t think that is what was 
intended. 

If you are a reformer, if you believe 
in reform—and we talk a lot about 
change and reform around here—in my 
judgment, one has to decide to do the 
right thing on this issue, and the right 
thing is to limit farm program pay-
ments to $250,000. That is a great deal 
of money. And at the same time, we 
have provided the disaster title in this 
bill, which I think is a significant im-
provement. Then decide, if you are 
going to get farm program payments, 
you have to be actively involved in 
farming. 

We provide opportunities for people 
to get, for example, loans to go to col-
lege, but we don’t say to them: You can 
come and get your loan; we don’t care 

what you do with it. We will only give 
college loans to those going to college. 
The same is true with a whole series of 
items. We actually have a cir-
cumstance that we give farm program 
payments to people who have never 
been on a farm and don’t intend to be 
on a farm. They just want to collect 
the farm program payments. 

Even those who collect it think it is 
absurd. You can read the papers and 
gauge the reaction of people who say: I 
don’t understand this at all. I bought 15 
acres to build a house on, and I am get-
ting farm program payments. What on 
Earth is the Government doing? Even 
the recipients scratch their heads and 
wonder what on Earth this is all about. 

I only ask that we, in a bipartisan 
way—and this amendment is bipar-
tisan—decide to join together to do 
real reform. I want to be proud of this 
farm bill. I think Senator HARKIN, my 
colleague, Senator CONRAD, Senator 
CHAMBLISS, and others have done some 
good work, but it can be improved upon 
by the passage of this amendment. It 
has a payment limit, and that also pro-
vides that those who receive farm pro-
gram payments should be actively en-
gaged in farming. 

Some will think that is unbelievably 
radical. It is, of course, not radical at 
all. It is just a significant investment 
in common sense. My hope is that my 
colleagues will believe that is the right 
thing to do. 

It is sad but true, this is a hungry 
world in which we live. Passengers on 
this planet circle the Sun. There are 
about 6.4 billion neighbors. We, 
through Divine Providence, ended up in 
this little space called the United 
States of America. We are blessed. We 
have the opportunity to have a wonder-
ful lifestyle, standard, and scale of liv-
ing. We have the ability to produce a 
prodigious amount of food. But even as 
I speak, a significant number of chil-
dren have died in the last 10 minutes 
because they did not have enough to 
eat; 600 million to 700 million people go 
to bed in this world with an ache in 
their belly because they didn’t have 
enough to eat. Think of that: They 
didn’t have enough to eat. And we have 
economic all-stars called family farm-
ers in this country who produce sub-
stantial amounts of food, and some 
people want them to believe somehow 
that is a liability. It is not. It is an un-
believable asset that in many ways can 
contribute to stability and world 
peace. 

Even as we think through all of these 
issues about our contribution to the 
world and about what we can do, it is 
important to think about our contribu-
tion at home in terms of building the 
kind of country we want. I want to see 
a country in the future that continues 
to have people living on family farms, 
producing food for a hungry world, and 
doing so in a way with, in effect, a 
partnership with the policymakers who 
have decided to create a safety net to 
say: We think you are important to 
this country’s economy and this coun-
try’s culture. For that reason, we have 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:13 Jan 10, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\S06NO7.REC S06NO7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES13958 November 6, 2007 
a farm safety net. And when you run 
into tough times, you are not going to 
be alone. This country is going to have 
a safety net, and it is going to help you 
through. 

I conclude by saying we should not 
ever believe that family farming is a li-
ability. It is an enormous asset that 
contributes substantially to the char-
acter and value system of this country. 
I hope this Chamber will stand up for 
that value system. When we do, family 
farmers around this country will begin 
to be able to think about spring plant-
ing once again and begin next year 
with renewed hope. 

I said yesterday, and I will say it 
again: You cannot be a family farmer, 
you cannot live out alone under the 
yard lights unless you live on a res-
ervoir of hope. Everything is about 
hope for a better future, and I think 
the farm bill, amended by our amend-
ment, could give farmers a substantial 
amount of renewed hope. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the next two Democratic 
speakers, after the previously ordered 
lineup, be Senator BAUCUS and Senator 
WYDEN, up to 15 minutes each; further, 
that in the previous order, Senator 
STABENOW be recognized for up to 30 
minutes and Senator CRAIG for 30 min-
utes—sorry, Senator ISAKSON be recog-
nized for up to 30 minutes and Senator 
CRAIG—let me try to get through this. 
I could say it is the penmanship, but it 
is not. It is my interpretation—that 
Senator STABENOW be recognized for up 
to 30 minutes, Senator CRAIG for up to 
30 minutes prior to Senator ISAKSON— 
STABENOW, I am sorry. 

Madam President, if you have that 
straight, you are an unbelievable pre-
sider. I will send it to you in written 
form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). Thank goodness. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I rise 
today, once again, to talk about a 
threatened veto by the President of the 
United States. We spent many weeks 
debating the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program, months, really, when 
you consider all the time. People 
worked very hard on both sides of the 
aisle on children’s health insurance. 
Yet despite all that work, despite all 
that bipartisanship, despite all of the 
hours and the energy that went into 
getting a bipartisan bill on children’s 
health insurance, we have the Presi-
dent of the United States vetoing that 
legislation and threatening to veto it 
yet again. 

Unfortunately, I stand today to talk 
about another threatened veto. Presi-
dent Bush is threatening to veto the 
farm bill, which makes no sense at all 
not only because of the work that went 
into this bill by Republicans and 
Democrats in the Senate, that is rea-
son enough for him not to veto impor-
tant legislation such as this, but I 
think it is even graver than that. It is 

an even graver threat than talking 
about vetoing legislation because when 
the President of the United States, if 
he were to carry through on his threat 
to veto the farm bill, he is vetoing a lot 
of provisions that he should not be 
coming out against and fighting 
against. The President is vetoing a 
farm bill which does so much for nutri-
tion, just taking one example. We 
know the committee this bill came out 
of is not just the Agriculture Com-
mittee, it is the Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry Committee, and that 
word ‘‘nutrition’’ is critically impor-
tant. 

To give some examples of what this 
means for families across America, 
here is what we are talking about when 
we talk about nutrition programs. Of 
course, food stamps being a big part of 
that, I will go through some of the ele-
ments of that program in a moment, 
the Fruit and Vegetable Snack Pro-
gram, No. 2; No. 3, the Emergency Food 
Assistance Program, known in Wash-
ington by the acronym TEFAP—all of 
these programs provide children and 
families who would otherwise go hun-
gry with food. 

The farm bill reauthorizes those pro-
grams, a Washington word ‘‘reauthor-
ize’’ for telling us we are going to fund 
them again. Finally, the overall title, 
the section of the bill that is entitled 
‘‘Nutrition,’’ that title provides over $4 
billion over 5 years to help on these im-
portant priorities. 

So what are we talking about with 
food stamps? A couple of points. While 
the rest of the world received an in-
crease in wages or an increase in pur-
chasing power in parts of our Govern-
ment and economy, a lot of people on 
food stamps were left behind the last 
couple of years. 

What are we talking about? We are 
talking about a couple of changes that 
make a lot of sense. No. 1, ending ben-
efit erosion, and the increases we pro-
vide in this farm bill will increase the 
purchasing power for families who ben-
efit from food stamps. 

No. 2, deducting the cost of childcare 
from program eligibility. That 
shouldn’t be part of eligibility, a neces-
sity such as childcare for working fam-
ilies and poor families across America. 
They shouldn’t have to factor in 
childcare costs. That is a mistake, and 
we have changed that. Thank goodness. 

No. 3, protecting family investments 
in prepaid college funds and retirement 
savings. Again, when a family’s income 
is being evaluated for eligibility, we 
should not include prepaid college 
funds. 

No. 4, increasing purchasing power 
for fruits and vegetables with a new 
pilot program. At long last—and I say 
this not just because Pennsylvania will 
do well, and I am happy to say we have 
a part of the farm bill that speaks di-
rectly to so-called speciality crops, of 
which fruit and vegetables are a big 
part of the economy of Pennsylvania 
and America, but this is particularly 
important for poor families and for 

children. They should have every op-
portunity we can provide to have the 
benefit of getting fresh fruits and vege-
tables. It is a great idea. 

Along those lines is an actual pro-
gram, the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
gram. We are committing over $1 bil-
lion over 5 years to this important pro-
gram. It expands the already-existing 
program so schools in every single 
State can participate. Does it cover 
every school in every school district? 
No; there is not enough money to do 
that. But it does expand that program 
so at least some schools in every State 
can participate. 

Finally, the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
gram targets the program to focus on 
hungry children to give them the 
healthy foods they need the most. 

After food stamps and the Fruit and 
Vegetable Program is the Emergency 
Food Assistance Program, known as 
TEFAP. This bill provides $100 million 
each year to purchase food that is then 
distributed by local food banks. Again, 
in addition to that, there is $50 million 
for the Hunger-Free Communities Pro-
gram. That particular program under 
TEFAP is for grants to local commu-
nities to combat hunger. 

What does this all mean? It means 
feeding children in America who would 
otherwise go hungry and providing 
basic health care for children is an-
other element I talked about earlier 
when I spoke of the State Children’s 
Health Insurance Program. Both of 
these, whether it is the farm bill in-
vestments in nutrition or whether it is 
children’s health insurance, are about 
investing in our children in the dawn of 
their lives, but also it is about building 
an economy many years from now. 

I hope the President, when he is mak-
ing a final decision about the farm bill, 
will take a close look at what this bill 
does for children, what it does for fami-
lies, and what it does for our farm fam-
ilies all across America. We don’t have 
time today to go through all of it, but 
suffice it to say this is the first time in 
many years we have addressed these 
things, and I would ask the President 
to look at what this farm bill does for 
dairy farmers. 

I spent time back in the cold of the 
winter, in Wayne County, PA, and met 
a young man by the name of Joe 
Davitt, who has a dairy farm. His fa-
ther had it before him and now it is his 
responsibility to take on that incred-
ibly difficult job of long hours, year 
after year, trying to make ends meet. 
Our Government, frankly, hasn’t done 
enough to help them make ends meet 
in this very difficult job, and they are 
not asking for anything a lot of us 
don’t get help with. 

This farm bill allows us to give some 
measure of relief; not nearly enough, 
but some measure of relief for dairy 
farmers, who are salt-of-the-earth peo-
ple, who helped build this country and 
build our farm economy. Finally, at 
long last, we have a piece of legislation 
which takes into consideration the 
struggles and the challenges of dairy 
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farms across Pennsylvania but, indeed, 
across the country, from one shore to 
the other. 

There is a lot to recommend in this 
farm bill, whether it is helping dairy 
farmers, whether it is an investment— 
long overdue—in specialty crops, and 
what it does for nutrition for all of 
America, but especially those who are 
vulnerable, those who happen to be 
poor and need help with the basic ne-
cessities of life. I hope the President, 
when he looks at this legislation—after 
he has done so much over many years 
now for people who make $1 million a 
year, or maybe they make $10 million a 
year, or maybe they even make $100 
million or more; those Americans have 
gotten an awful lot of help—he will see 
this farm bill focuses on families in 
America having trouble making ends 
meet, whether they are farm families 
or whether they happen to be poor 
Americans who can benefit from our 
nutrition programs. I hope the Presi-
dent will consider that in the interest 
of fairness, but also in the interest of 
investing in a stronger farm economy, 
investing in making sure our children 
have the nutrition they need, and also 
making investments in conservation, 
environmental protection, and a whole 
series of very important elements to 
the farm bill. 

Unfortunately, I think the President, 
in his veto threat, is overlooking all 
that. I hope he changes his mind. There 
are some Americans who have done 
fine, thank you, under this President. 
And so for him to veto the farm bill 
would be contrary not just to all those 
interests, important interests in Amer-
ica—children, families, farmers, and 
farm families—but also it would be 
contrary to a lot of the work that was 
done by Chairman TOM HARKIN, the 
chairman of our committee, and Rank-
ing Member CHAMBLISS from the State 
of Georgia; and not only the work they 
put in, but the work their staffs put in, 
month after month after month, work-
ing in a bipartisan way, to get this bill 
on the right track. 

It is not perfect. There will be lots of 
criticism of this bill, but not nearly 
enough criticisms are warranted to jus-
tify the veto of this legislation. We 
have to get this done. It is the only 
time we will work on this in 5 years. 
We need to get it done. And the Presi-
dent, if he is thinking of the best inter-
ests of the country, will sign the legis-
lation. 

I urge the President, as respectfully 
as I can, not to veto the farm bill. It 
has broad bipartisan support. We have 
to get this legislation done. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent to speak for 
10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Minnesota is recognized for 10 
minutes. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 
the Senate is now considering the farm 
bill, and with the leadership of Chair-
man HARKIN, Ranking Member 

CHAMBLISS, Senator CONRAD, and a 
Minnesota Congressman, COLIN PETER-
SON, in the House, the bipartisan farm 
bill will invest in our farms and rural 
communities so they will be a strong, 
growing, and innovative part of 21st 
century America. 

America’s farm safety net was cre-
ated during the Great Depression as an 
essential reform to help support rural 
communities and protect struggling 
family farmers from the financial 
shocks of volatile weather and equally 
volatile commodity prices. Almost 75 
years later, the reasons for maintain-
ing that strong safety net still exist. 

The 2002 farm bill actually spurred 
rural development by allowing farmers 
in Minnesota and across the country to 
take risks to expand production. Be-
cause of productivity gains and innova-
tion, including advances in renewable 
energy, the farm support programs in 
the 2002 farm bill actually came in $17 
billion under budget. 

As the Senate debates a final 2007 
farm bill this week, it is important not 
to underestimate the value of a strong 
bill for States such as my State of Min-
nesota, where agriculture is so vital to 
our economy and our way of life. That 
is why, as a member of the Senate Ag-
riculture Committee, I support the new 
farm bill. This includes an increased 
focus on cellulosic-based ethanol, con-
tinued support for a strong commodity 
safety net, and additional funds for 
conservation, nutrition, and disaster 
relief. 

Of particular importance is the fact 
that we have balanced the budget with 
every dollar of new spending fully off-
set. 

Traveling around my State during 
the last 2 years, I have had the oppor-
tunity to visit all 87 counties of my 
State twice, last year and this, and I 
had the opportunity to talk to many 
farmers about the good and the bad in 
the last farm bill. I can tell you this: 
The farm bill has worked to revitalize 
many of our rural communities across 
America. It has spurred rural develop-
ment by allowing farmers in Minnesota 
and across the country to take risks 
and expand their agricultural produc-
tion. Because of strong commodity 
prices and advances in renewable en-
ergy, the farm support programs in the 
2002 farm bill are projected to come in 
$17 billion under budget. 

I am pleased this bill continues this 
safety net, and I appreciate the effort 
that has also been made to rebalance 
the commodity programs to be more 
equitable to northern crops such as 
wheat, oats, barley, soybeans, and 
canola. 

Another top priority for Minnesota 
farmers was creating a permanent pro-
gram of disaster assistance. I thank 
Senator BAUCUS for the work the Fi-
nance Committee has put into this pro-
vision. Farmers have to come back to 
Congress each year with a tin cup in 
their hands when in fact we can do it 
differently. Our State has been hit by 
drought, flooding, and everything in 

between, and they had to wait 3 years 
for Congress to pass another ad hoc dis-
aster relief bill. A permanent program 
of disaster relief will give farmers secu-
rity moving forward. 

One of my major goals for this farm 
bill was to include a strong cellulosic 
ethanol program. Our corn-based eth-
anol and soybean-based biodiesel have 
taken off in Minnesota, and we are 
ready to expand to the next generation 
of biofuels—cellulosic ethanol, prairie 
grasses, biomass that yields more en-
ergy and, if done the right way, is bet-
ter for our environment and conserva-
tion. 

I was proud to draft legislation to 
provide farmers with an incentive to 
grow cellulosic energy crops, and I 
thank Chairman HARKIN and Senator 
CONRAD for working with me to include 
this in the farm bill. The fact these 
crops put carbon back in the soil and 
take less fossil fuel to produce offers us 
the promise of producing a carbon-neu-
tral motor fuel for this country. In 
short, the Biomass Crop Transition 
Program, which is what the cellulosic 
ethanol provision of this farm bill is, 
will allow us to expand on corn ethanol 
and soy diesel to a new generation of 
farm-based energy and greater freedom 
from imported oil. 

I am also pleased this farm bill in-
cludes legislation I introduced, along 
with Senator BOND, to provide funding 
for E–85 pumps. It is a chicken-and-egg 
problem with E–85. Less than 1 percent 
of our gas stations have the E–85 
pumps. In the Energy bill, we have 
more requirements for flex-fuel vehi-
cles, and this bill will help to get the 
pumps out there so we can be investing 
in the farmers and the workers of the 
Midwest instead of the oil cartels of 
the Mideast. 

I am also pleased the committee has 
accepted my amendment to double the 
authorized funding levels for two pro-
grams that serve beginning farmers 
and ranchers. There are real opportuni-
ties today to start out in farming, es-
pecially in growing areas such as or-
ganic farming and energy production. 
But beginning farmers also face big ob-
stacles, including limited access to 
credit and technical assistance, and the 
high price of land. The Beginning 
Farmer and Rancher Programs in this 
farm bill provide mentoring and out-
reach for new farmers, and training in 
business planning and credit building— 
the skills they need to succeed and 
stay on the land. 

There are a lot of good things for 
rural America in this farm bill. There 
is, however, one critical area where I 
believe more reform is needed. We need 
to stop urban millionaires from pock-
eting farm subsidies intended for hard- 
working farmers. This reform is in the 
best interest of Minnesota farmers. 
Here are the facts: Nationally, 60 farms 
have collected more than $1 million 
each under the 2002 farm bill, but none 
of them were in our State. The average 
income of Minnesota farms, after ex-
penses, is $54,000. But under the current 
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system, a part-time farmer can have an 
income as high as $2.5 million from 
outside sources and still qualify for 
Federal benefits. 

It makes no sense to hand out pay-
ments to multimillionaires when this 
money should be targeted to family 
farmers. Big payments to big-city in-
vestors threaten to undermine the pub-
lic support for every farm program, 
even though the commodity payments 
are projected to be only 15 percent of 
the total farm bill budget over the next 
5 years. 

A poster boy for what needs to be 
changed is Maurice Wilder, a Florida- 
based real estate developer. From 2003 
to 2005, he has collected more than $3.2 
million in farm payments for prop-
erties in five States, even though his 
net worth is estimated at $500 million. 
Nearly 600 residents of New York City, 
559 residents of Washington, DC, and 
even 21 residents of Beverly Hills 90210 
received Federal farm checks in the 
past 3 years. Some collected hundreds 
of thousands of dollars. Last time I 
checked, there wasn’t a lot of farmland 
in those neighborhoods. 

We can fix this and do better for our 
farmers by using the new farm bill to 
close loopholes, tighten payment lim-
its, and enforce tougher income eligi-
bility standards. First, the current 
Senate and House farm bill proposals 
eliminate the three-entity rule. This 
will cut down on abuse by applying 
payment limits strictly to individuals 
and married couples and ending the 
practice of dividing farms into mul-
tiple corporations to multiply pay-
ments. 

Second, a longstanding bill, which is 
an amendment that will be considered 
this week, proposed by Senators DOR-
GAN and GRASSLEY would limit annual 
payments to $250,000. I will vote in 
favor of this provision on the Senate 
floor, and the Senate should adopt it. 

I also believe a third kind of reform 
is needed. Congress should act to pre-
vent payments that are intended for 
hard-working farmers from going to 
urban millionaires and giant agri-
business. 

We will be talking about these 
amendments in the week to come, but 
I wish to say as we move ahead to de-
velop homegrown renewable sources of 
energy, rural America promises to be 
central to our Nation’s future energy 
independence as well as the fight 
against global warming. This bill pre-
pares us. This bill heads us in the right 
direction. 

Inertia may be the most powerful 
force in the political universe, but 
after 75 years, the best interests of 
America’s rural economy demand that 
we correct the abuses of the past so we 
can move forward with this bill, with 
some modifications of reform, to en-
sure a strong safety net for our hard- 
working farmers. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Idaho. 

Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, may I 
inquire what the order of business is at 
this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is to be recognized for up to 30 
minutes under the unanimous consent 
agreement. 

Mr. CRAIG. Madam President, many 
of us are coming to the floor today to 
speak to the new farm bill that the 
Senate Ag Committee has proposed and 
brought to us over the last several 
months. 

Over the years I have had the privi-
lege to participate in a variety of farm 
bill developments and structures as we 
ultimately came to a new 5-year farm 
policy in our country. 

First of all, let me say for the first 
time in a good number of years we have 
actually had the Secretary of Agri-
culture go out amongst American agri-
culture, ask questions and listen, and 
send us proposals of change in farm 
policy. 

We have also had both the House and 
the Senate committees operating ex-
tensively in bipartisan ways to hold 
hearings, looking at the existing farm 
policy and what may need to be 
changed to justify a new farm bill. 

While many are caught up in the bits 
and pieces of a farm bill structure, 
what is important to remember is a na-
tion that feeds itself is a nation that is, 
by its own definition, strong and inde-
pendent. And that has been throughout 
our history one of our great legacies: 
that we could produce our own food 
and fiber to feed our own populations, 
and then step beyond that to help feed 
the world. 

In fact, in the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s, 
as we saw a burgeoning export market 
in agricultural growth, we were ex-
panding our own growth capabilities 
not only to feed ourselves but to feed 
the world. 

That, in part, has been the product of 
a consistent farm policy over the years 
that stabilized agriculture, agricul-
tural producers who looked at the pri-
mary commodity crops and said: This 
is the base of American agriculture, 
and this is what we ought to support to 
assure there is adequate food and fiber 
for the American consumer. 

We now take for granted every day of 
the week that as we walk into the su-
permarkets of America the shelves will 
be full and overflowing with an abun-
dance of food. We just take it for grant-
ed—unless you are amongst the very 
poor, and then you might stand in a 
soup line. But there are few of those in 
our country today. And, certainly, for 
those less fortunate there are a variety 
of food and nutritional programs em-
bodied within farm policy that assure 
there will be minimal nutrition values 
offered and provided to America. That 
is truly one of our great legacies and 
something I think all Americans can be 
proud of. 

Over the years, American agriculture 
has changed. We think traditionally of 
corn and wheat and soybeans and cot-
ton and, of course, we used to have a 

tobacco program in the South that was 
supported, that no longer exists for ob-
vious and important reasons. 

But little did we recognize something 
that we now value greatly as a part of 
our nutritional base today: our vegeta-
bles, our fruits, and that huge variety 
that you see on the fresh produce 
shelves as you walk into any of our 
great supermarkets across the Nation. 

And to those of us who have been as-
sociated with agriculture all of our 
lives, it is not the meat shelf, it is not 
the bread shelf, it is the fruits and the 
vegetables, the specialty crops, the 
kinds of things that never have been in 
a farm bill, that we have never spoken 
clearly to, that embodied a very large 
part of American agriculture. 

In fact, today, at farmgate, meaning 
the value of products leaving the farm 
itself, we view specialty crops as some-
where in the area of 50 percent. Not a 
program crop, not a loan program, not 
a base support price, but American 
farmers out there working to diversify 
and to ensure the variety that all of 
our consumers enjoy today. 

So it is, in my opinion, a very big 
victory that today I come to the floor, 
along with a group of my colleagues, to 
talk about a new provision within farm 
policy to deal with the specialty crops. 
And for the next few moments, let me 
talk about it and its importance as we 
recognize what it means not only today 
but what it could mean in the future. 

This sector includes vegetables, 
fruits, nursery crops, herbal crops, flo-
riculture, horticulture, dried fruit, tree 
nuts, and turf grass. We know about all 
of those things. Turf grass you do not 
buy at the fresh produce stand, but if 
you are building a new home and all of 
a sudden you have instant yard because 
the landscaper has laid turf, then you 
know a lot about turf. 

In my State of Idaho, that is a rap-
idly growing and, in some areas, urban-
izing area; turf farms are a very impor-
tant part of Idaho agriculture today. It 
may surprise some, when they think of 
specialty crops, they think of the great 
agricultural belt known as the San 
Joaquin Valley of California, where 
you see one different crop after another 
for hundreds and hundreds of miles 
across that phenomenally fertile 
stretch of American agricultural soil. 

But in my State of Idaho, we are one 
of the top States in the Nation as it re-
lates to producing specialty crops. Be-
yond being the No. 1 producer of pota-
toes that we certainly recognize, and 
most of us enjoy, Idaho is proud to 
boost production of cherries, table 
grapes, mint, apples, onions, carrots, 
and a variety of seed, nursery and or-
namental crops. 

The specialty crop industry has never 
relied, as I earlier mentioned, on the 
traditional farm program to support or 
sustain it. Yet they are subject to high 
volatility in markets. They face sig-
nificant risk in their operations, in-
cluding pests and disease threats, along 
with technical trade barriers and dis-
aster conditions. 
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The inclusion of these new crops does 

not cost the traditional programs at all 
because we are not looking for, nor has 
the specialty crop industry asked for, 
the kind of program that is represented 
in wheat and barley and pulse crops 
and sugar and others. These new provi-
sions do not provide direct subsidy to 
producers but create and fund pro-
grams that will, among other things, 
help to improve the competitiveness of 
specialty crops, expand valuable nutri-
tional programs, and direct new man-
datory funding to specialty crop re-
search. 

Let me give you an example of what 
I am talking about. Many States of the 
Nation now have a growing wine indus-
try. Idaho is amongst those. We have a 
unique microclimate along the Snake 
River Valley of Idaho that allows us to 
raise quality grapes and to produce 
very fine quality wine. 

But the problem of adapting an Aus-
tralian-based or a German-based or an 
Italian-based grape to a new ecosystem 
takes research. A few years ago I was 
able to get the wine industry of Idaho 
research grants, hire a university pro-
fessor, do the laboratory work, and 
learn how to manage a Melbac, or a 
Shiraz, or a particular type of Cab 
grape that allows us to up our values 
and up the quality of the wine grapes 
of our State. That is the kind of pro-
gram we have embodied in the new spe-
cialty crop title and provision of the 
farm bill. 

It provides producers better ways to 
address technical barriers in trade. It 
assists in the prevention, detection, 
and eradication of invasive pests and 
diseases in specialty crops. 

I am pleased to see the bill extends 
the authority of specialty crop block 
grants, a charge which I led back in 
2004, and will provide funding to States 
for locally driven and directed pro-
grams relating to research, commodity 
promotion, product quality enhance-
ment, food safety, and other areas. 

These are all very critical to the 
quality, the safety of the food that the 
average consumer, once again, walking 
into the supermarket on a daily basis 
simply takes for granted. 

Mandatory dollars for specialty crop 
research will help our Nation keep a 
competitive edge on breeding, genetics, 
and genomics, also fund initiatives to 
address a certain economy such as the 
increased need for mechanization and 
food safety initiatives. 

Very frankly, fellow Senators, if we 
do not begin to ensure a labor force to 
American agriculture, the kind that 
has largely left agriculture over the 
last 2 years because of the immigration 
debate and the border crisis that we 
are now trying to fix, we are going to 
have to see more and more of our in-
dustry mechanized or it will simply 
have to move out of our country to an 
area where that labor force exists. 

So here is an opportunity in the spe-
cialty crop bill to do a little more of 
that research toward mechanization 
that again gives us opportunities that 
we heretofore did not have. 

I also applaud the national expansion 
of the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable 
Snack Program, a program in which 
Idaho has been fortunate to participate 
for several years now. With the expan-
sion, it is estimated that 4.5 million 
low-income elementary school children 
in 5,000 schools nationwide will benefit 
from receiving a fresh fruit or vege-
table snack every day of the school 
year. 

This bill takes a major step forward 
in recognizing the significance of the 
specialty crop industry to the overall 
agricultural economy of our country. 
The benefits to the health of U.S. citi-
zens and the need for a stable, afford-
able, diverse, and secure food supply 
are clearly addressed within the spe-
cialty crop title. 

For the first time in my years in 
Washington working on farm policy, I 
think it is possible to say the farm bill 
we currently have on the Senate floor, 
crafted in a bipartisan way, with the 
administration fully participating in 
the initial input of it, now covers a 
much broader whole of the American 
agricultural scene than we have ever 
before had. 

With the inclusion of specialty crops 
in the overall program, it can clearly 
be said that is the case. So while I 
know the bill currently has its own 
problems on the Senate floor based on 
what may or may not transpire here, 
this ia a very fine piece of work, in my 
opinion. Do I agree with all of it? No. 
Would I have written it this way had I 
been chairman of the Ag Committee or 
had the ability to do so? No, probably 
not. 

There are several provisions within it 
that would simply not be there because 
my State of Idaho, for example, does 
not necessarily care for some of them. 
For example, the large milk program 
of dairy is not what adjusts or identi-
fies to my State’s large and rapidly 
growing dairy industry. This is de-
signed to protect a much smaller pro-
ducer; in my opinion, a less economical 
producer today than the kind that has 
built the dairy industry in my State. 

Be that as it may, that has always 
been the character of farm policy. Has 
it been bipartisan? Yes. By definition it 
has to be. Does it need to recognize all 
regions of our country? Yes, it does. 

But most importantly, in doing all of 
those things, what it always has been 
able to do is to assure the American 
consumer that food in this country will 
be relatively inexpensive compared to 
the amount of consumer income re-
quired to put a meal on the table of an 
American family. Americans, without 
question, are blessed because of the 
phenomenal productivity of American 
agriculture, the ingenuity, the tech-
nology, all that goes there. 

In part, the stability that has pro-
duced that is a product of farm policies 
down through the decades that have 
recognized the basic principle that a 
nation that can feed itself, that can be 
assured there will be an abundance of 
food for itself and use the surplus to 

sell to the world, is a nation that not 
only can be preeminent but certainly a 
nation that can stand on its own. 

Senator STABENOW has just entered 
the Chamber. She and I were the first 
two Senators to actually sit down with 
the fruits and vegetables industry of 
our Nation and say: We need a spe-
cialty crop title. We need provisions 
within the farm bill that recognize and 
bring forth all of the kinds of programs 
that I have just talked about. 

Over the course of the last 3 years, 
working in a bipartisan way, we have 
done just that. Let me recognize Sen-
ator STABENOW for the phenomenal 
work she has done over the last several 
months in shepherding this piece of 
legislation through to inclusion in the 
farm bill, in working with both sides of 
the aisle to assure that happened. And 
I must say hats off to the Senator from 
Michigan because she, like I, recog-
nizes the phenomenal diversity of agri-
culture in our State and the need to 
not only recognize it and enhance it 
where we can, but to do so in a bipar-
tisan way, that has produced the work 
product we have before us. 

I am proud to stand on the Senate 
floor today recognizing a small but 
very important new provision within 
the farm bill, recognizing the nearly 50 
percent of gross farm revenue across 
America today that is embodied within 
the phenomenal specialty crop diver-
sity that makes us the great agricul-
tural Nation we are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SALAZAR). The Senator from Michigan. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, be-
fore my friend leaves the floor, I thank 
the distinguished Senator from Idaho 
for his leadership as we have worked 
together on specialty crop issues. This 
is an important bipartisan effort. We 
began focusing on it when we defined 
specialty crops in the Specialty Crop 
Competitiveness Act of 2004. We have 
now taken that definition and gone on 
to include, as he said, 50 percent of the 
cash receipts from the crops that had 
not been recognized fully in the farm 
bill. It has been my pleasure to work 
with him and see that we have been 
able to make this an important part of 
this farm bill for the future. I thank 
him and congratulate him. 

I rise to speak about the farm bill in 
front of us. It is an effort that has 
taken a tremendous amount of time, 
debate, and negotiation, a 2-day mark-
up. We ended up passing it unani-
mously out of the Agriculture Com-
mittee, which is no small feat. I am 
pleased to have played a role in that 
process. A major reason for our success 
was our chairman, the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa, who has been so 
diligent from the beginning. He has had 
a vision about the future for agri-
culture, where we needed to go in alter-
native energy, conservation, fruits and 
vegetables, nutrition, as well as our 
traditional support for agriculture. I 
thank Chairman HARKIN and our dis-
tinguished ranking member for their 
efforts together. We have put into 
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place a farm bill for the future. I am 
very pleased we are doing that. 

Our needs are different than when 
the first farm bills came about. Energy 
independence, preserving and pro-
tecting the environment, making sure 
we have a nutritious supply of products 
to keep communities and families 
healthy are all areas covered in this 
new farm bill. 

I thank my dear friend and colleague, 
the chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee, Senator CONRAD, for his incred-
ible leadership, putting all the numbers 
together. We have only a relatively 
small increase above the baseline in 
this farm bill, $8 billion. Contrary to 
what we are hearing from the adminis-
tration, we are seeing a relatively 
small increase, fully paid for under the 
budget. Thanks to the work of Senator 
CONRAD, we have a farm bill that is 
done in a fiscally responsible way. 

I thank the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, Senator BAUCUS, for his ex-
traordinary leadership. Serving on the 
Budget, Finance, and Agriculture Com-
mittees, I have to say we would not be 
here with a successful farm bill if it 
were not for Senator BAUCUS and the 
work he has done in providing revenues 
as well as a permanent disaster relief 
program, which is incredibly impor-
tant. 

I also thank my staff for their hard 
work. We have been working for 
months and months on this farm bill, 
many late hours, some all-nighters. I 
thank Chris Adamo and Oliver Kim, 
who have done an extraordinary job on 
the nutrition pieces of this bill; Ilana 
Levinson; and my legislative director, 
Amanda Renteria. 

This new farm bill represents a pro-
gressive agricultural policy and a vi-
sion of the future. It focuses on and ex-
pands many new policies, such as spe-
cialty crops and renewable energy, con-
servation, nutrition, and rural develop-
ment. When people think of Michigan, 
most of the time people think of auto-
mobiles and manufacturing. But in 
fact, the second largest industry in 
Michigan is agriculture. We have more 
diversity of crops than any other State 
other than California. This is a very 
important part of public policy for 
Michigan. It is about supporting our 
growers, about communities, the 
schoolchildren, seniors, and others who 
benefit from nutrition programs. It is 
also about jobs. In real ways, this is a 
bill that will create jobs in my State. 

We have everything from traditional 
commodities in Michigan, such as 
dairy and meat and pork and corn and 
sugar beets and soybeans. We are also 
proudly the national leaders in the pro-
duction of numerous specialty crops— 
our fruits and vegetables, including 
blueberries, apples, cherries, asparagus, 
and celery. Michigan farmers are in 
need of a safety net for the crops they 
now grow, our program crops. But they 
also are asking us for a new set of poli-
cies, not payments, not direct pay-
ments, but a set of policies that will 
allow us to support fruit and vegetable 

growers who make up half of American 
agriculture. 

In addition to diverse farms and com-
modities, we also have expansive urban 
areas with strong interests in con-
serving our national resources, our 
land, our Great Lakes, expanding as 
well in our inner-city areas access for 
fresh fruits and vegetables through 
farmers markets and community gar-
dens and school nutrition programs. 
Literally, for me, every single part of 
the farm bill is important and impacts 
someone in my State, whether they be 
involved directly in farming or not. Of 
course, as we sometimes don’t think 
about, the farm bill does impact every-
body, whether you have any part of ag-
ricultural production in your State or 
not because of what this means in food 
security, nutrition, and now focusing 
on other important areas such as alter-
native energy. 

I understand, as we debate this im-
portant farm bill, we will be continuing 
to talk about reforming farm policy. I 
know for many, the reforms that have 
passed in the Agriculture Committee— 
and we have put together very impor-
tant reforms—as well as for me, do not 
go as far as I would like. But they do 
represent a very important first step in 
the right direction. There is a tremen-
dous amount of reform in this legisla-
tion. It is important for us not to de-
fine reform as just changing direct pay-
ments. It is about changing the focus, 
expanding the focus toward the future, 
which is what this farm bill absolutely 
does. We have made progress on farm 
payment reform, but we have also put 
in place a new guide for the next 5 
years in completely new farm policies, 
such as specialty crops, helping pro-
ducers grow more and consumers to 
have more access to healthy foods. 

Energy is a very exciting part of this 
bill, the next economic opportunity for 
rural America, for our farmers. These 
new policies will create new jobs and 
new, clean, renewable energies. Con-
servation, again, is a major focus for 
our chairman, and I commend him for 
that. His leadership has brought us 
more than $4 billion in new invest-
ments in conservation that will help 
producers be the great stewards of the 
land they want to be. 

Again, the chairman, in his leader-
ship on nutrition, has been extraor-
dinary, expanding the food and nutri-
tion program and providing more ac-
cess to healthy foods. In fact, it is im-
portant to mention that roughly 66 per-
cent of the farm bill is focused in some 
way on nutrition. That means this is 
truly a food security and nutrition bill 
for every American. It is also impor-
tant to mention that we have included 
a focus on beginning and disadvantaged 
farmers, new policies in the conserva-
tion title, as our Presiding Officer has 
focused on in so many of the areas 
around conservation and supporting 
our farmers and family farmers. The 
credit title also helps new farmers and 
those sometimes wrongfully left out to 
provide for more conservation and 

more credit resources. We know we 
need a new generation of farmers to 
continue providing food security for 
our Nation. 

Let me speak about each of these 
areas briefly. The area of the farm bill 
we call specialty crops, what does that 
mean? We are talking about fruits, 
vegetables, horticulture, floriculture, 
dried nuts. We had defined those areas 
in 2004 in the farm bill. This is some-
thing I have been working on since 
coming to the Congress after the 1996 
election, 4 years in the U.S. House on 
the Agriculture Committee, and now in 
the Senate. I remember when we first 
started talking about specialty crops 
and trying to find something in the 
farm bill that would directly support 
the 50 percent of the crops that are 
fruits and vegetables and other spe-
cialty crops. It was difficult to find 
much. But finally, after working to-
gether on a bipartisan basis and having 
wonderful support from the Agri-
culture Committee, we can honestly 
say we have placed specialty crops as a 
permanent part of the farm bill. 

This is incredibly important, particu-
larly now when we look at the needs 
for nutrition, the needs of the future 
for our families, our children, our sen-
iors, as we look at a world economy, 
where it is very important that we be 
supporting our own fruits and vege-
table growers. 

There are 36 Members of the Senate 
who have come together, because we 
grow specialty crops in our States, and 
have supported the efforts. I thank 
each Member who has lent their voice 
in support and strength to this effort. 
We have over 120 different organiza-
tions that have been working now for 
several years to come together to get 
to this point. I thank all of them for 
their efforts as well. 

We have come a long way since the 
2002 farm bill, when we were talking 
about trying to get some help with tree 
assistance or some basic nutrition pro-
grams. In 2004, we passed the Specialty 
Crop Competitiveness Act which de-
fined specialty crops and for the first 
time gave us a policy from which to 
work. It laid the groundwork for the 
progress we have made in creating a 
specialty crop policy in the farm bill, 
including the centerpiece program such 
as specialty crop block grants. Today, 
for the first time, there is a significant 
package to help our growers who sup-
ply our healthy foods. This package is 
what I call a toolbox, not a direct pay-
ment. They have not asked for that, 
but they have asked for a variety of 
things to help them be successful and 
make fruits and vegetables available to 
our families. 

The toolbox includes competitive 
grant programs, research funds, in-
creased protections from pests and dis-
ease, trade export promotions, various 
nutrition programs to help those in 
need, as well as a focus on our school-
children, assistance for organic farm-
ers, a very important, growing part of 
agriculture, as well as important con-
servation payments. This multitude of 
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policies offers real reform and is need-
ed for a variety of reasons. 

It is also important to note the new 
disaster assistance program that has 
been put together accommodates spe-
cialty crops as well. There is approxi-
mately $1 billion of disaster relief for 
specialty crops included in the disaster 
relief program. It will expedite aid to 
producers after natural disasters for 
which farmers cannot plan. A critical 
part of this is new mandatory funding 
for the Tree Assistance Program. This 
is absolutely critical to our farmers 
who have orchards because our or-
chards—such as cherries and peaches 
and apples—are basically the assets. 
The trees are the assets for those farm-
ers, and they are expensive assets that 
take years to yield profits. So being 
able to support those growers who have 
orchards and to be able to help them in 
a disaster is very important. 

It is important to note that specialty 
crop farmers are also very diverse. 
What is good for the Washington apple 
growers may not be the same for 
Michigan apple growers. Different dis-
eases and challenges face different 
growers in different parts of the coun-
try. So policies such as the State-run 
block grants that we have included and 
competitive research grants are vital 
to help the over 200 different types of 
specialty crop farmers across the Na-
tion be able to have assistance for their 
particular issue, their particular areas 
of concern. 

Second, fruits and vegetables are 
more susceptible to different pests and 
diseases. We must have the best inspec-
tion and rapid-response policies in 
place. Currently, the costs borne by the 
fruit and vegetable industry due to 
invasive species reaches over $1 billion 
a year. Our disease and pest policy will 
help prevent new invasive species as 
well as help mitigate them. This will 
help not only specialty crop growers 
but all our farmers as well as our for-
ests. 

Third, just like our traditional row 
crops, such as corn and soybeans, we 
need a strong domestic supply of fruits 
and vegetables. Studies suggest that 
even if every person in this country 
tried to eat the five to nine servings of 
fruits and vegetables per day that are 
recommended by the Federal Govern-
ment, our domestic growers would sim-
ply not be able to meet the demand. 

Fourth—and while speaking of do-
mestic fruit and vegetable farmers— 
this Nation currently imports $2.7 bil-
lion more than it exports in fruits and 
vegetables. So we need to ensure our 
safety and health and help our growers 
as they export as well. 

Finally, when we talk about spe-
cialty crops, we are really talking 
about eating in a healthier way. A bet-
ter supply of fruits and vegetables 
means more access for more people to 
the things they need to be healthy and 
to prevent systemic disease in the fu-
ture. 

Along with our focus on specialty 
crops is a real partnership with the 

portion of the farm bill that focuses on 
nutrition. This farm bill makes impor-
tant strides in reducing hunger in our 
Nation and improving the nutritional 
health of our children. It makes a key 
link between our commodities—our 
fruits and vegetables—and health by 
recognizing the importance of fruits 
and vegetables in the new specialty 
crops provisions. 

The Physicians Committee for Re-
sponsible Medicine has applauded ef-
forts to increase consumption of fruits 
and vegetables. They noted that HHS 
statistics have found that unhealthy 
eating and inactivity cause 310,000 to 
580,000 deaths every year. 

In addition, in this Congress we have 
made our children’s health a legisla-
tive priority. In addition to our fight 
for the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program, we have expanded the suc-
cessful Fruit and Vegetable Snack Pro-
gram so that schools nationwide will 
be able to give children a healthy 
snack. Again, my hat goes off to our 
chairman, who placed the Fruit and 
Vegetable Program in the farm bill in 
the past as a pilot project. 

A lot of folks said: Well, even if you 
have a bowl of fruits—apples or other 
fresh fruits—and vegetables available 
in schools, the kids won’t eat them; 
they will just go to the vending ma-
chine. Well, it turned out that was not 
true. It turned out that children loved 
having those apples and peaches and 
strawberries and plums and all of the 
other fruits available. Teachers across 
the country have been clamoring to ex-
pand this very successful Fruit and 
Vegetable Snack Program, and we have 
done that in this bill. In fact, with the 
passage of the farm bill, about 120,000 
children in Michigan alone will have 
access to fresh fruits and vegetables 
through the snack program. 

This is a very important policy in 
terms of the future for our children. 
Making sure children eat right and un-
derstand good nutrition is, of course, 
critical for their long-term health. Ac-
cording to the New America Founda-
tion’s child development and youth 
well-being index, health indicators for 
children are on the decline mainly due 
to children’s poor nutritional health 
and obesity. By helping our schools 
purchase healthy snacks, we can not 
only give children better food but also 
help guide their nutritional choices 
throughout their entire lives. Maybe if 
they pick up an apple or dried cher-
ries—grown in Michigan, of course— 
rather than junk food, we will give 
them an opportunity for a healthier fu-
ture. 

Additionally, the farm bill addresses 
hunger by making long overdue 
changes to the Food and Nutrition Pro-
gram, formerly known as food stamps. 
Since 1996, the income standards for 
this program have been frozen—in 
other words, no increases. Food costs 
go up, inflation goes up, and there have 
been no increases. This has caused the 
purchasing power for families to de-
cline as food costs and inflation have 
increased. 

In just one example, a 32-year-old 
single mom named Sonya, who lives in 
Michigan near my hometown of Lan-
sing, has two children ages 12 and 13. 
She works two jobs. One pays $10.40 an 
hour, where she works 24 hours a week. 
The other one pays her $76 a day. She 
is working hard to hold things together 
for her family. She spends nearly $650 a 
month in daycare expenses, right now, 
for her children. But under current 
law, she cannot count the full value of 
her childcare costs when she applies for 
the Food and Nutrition Program. This 
cap on childcare is a huge incentive 
against working. 

The nutrition title will help Sonya 
and other families—and the vast ma-
jority of Food and Nutrition Program 
households are three-individual house-
holds like Sonya’s—because it takes 
that cap off and will cover and count 
the costs of childcare for working 
moms. For example, a mother of three 
who works 35 hours a week at $9 an 
hour and pays $350 a month for 
childcare for a preschool-aged child 
would receive an additional $79 in food 
assistance for herself and her children. 
This is a huge difference. It may not 
sound like a lot of money, but it is a 
huge difference for families all across 
this country. 

We should be very proud of the fact 
that on a bipartisan basis we have 
placed these improvements in the bill. 
However, we still need to do a lot more, 
and I certainly support other efforts to 
do that. 

We still need to make improvements 
to the Commodity Supplemental Food 
Program. Unfortunately, our senior 
citizens, who make up the bulk of this 
program, the Commodity Supple-
mental Food Program, are eligible at a 
lower income threshold than are fami-
lies. In other words, if you are a senior 
up to 130 percent of poverty, you can 
get help with food; for a family, it is 
185 percent. There is really no reason 
to discriminate against senior citizens, 
and a number of organizations, includ-
ing AARP, the National Commodity 
Supplemental Food Program Associa-
tion, and America’s Second Harvest, 
want to fix this program. I am working 
with the chairman to offer an amend-
ment to do that. 

I mentioned a little earlier that this 
bill is also a job creator. This farm bill 
is creating new jobs as well as a clean-
er environment—both very important 
goals. 

The energy title will help bring forth 
a new rural economy. In Michigan’s 
case, this is already happening, and we 
welcome the provisions of this bill. 
They are very important to us in 
Michigan. 

First, there are loans and loan guar-
antees for cellulosic ethanol refineries. 
In Michigan, we have interest from 
multiple companies to set up new cel-
lulosic refineries. We have corn, sugar 
beets, switchgrass, and wood byprod-
ucts—timber—opportunities that can 
all be a part of the cellulosic equation. 
Again, I know the distinguished Pre-
siding Officer has worked diligently in 
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those areas. They are very important 
for the future of this country and cer-
tainly in my State will create jobs. 

Financing is needed in the early de-
velopment of these projects, as we 
know, and these new policies will pro-
vide that missing link, which is so crit-
ical. Perhaps by the next farm bill we 
will see the fruits of our labor when we 
can truly say: Buy fuel from Middle 
America instead of the Middle East. 

Next, farmers need assistance to 
switch to these new energy crops and 
to produce renewable energies. New 
policies will provide technical assist-
ance and resources to help producers 
convert to new crops that can produce 
ethanol and take advantage of their 
wastes by converting them into energy. 
An example of this is anaerobic digest-
ers that our dairy farms can use to 
convert animal waste to energy. Not 
only is this a new source of income, but 
it also disposes of waste, therefore re-
ducing pollution into the air and the 
water. 

Finally, I would like to highlight an-
other program important to Michigan 
that has the potential to spur eco-
nomic development while alleviating 
our dependence on foreign oil. A Com-
munity Wood Energy Program will 
help invest in projects looking to use 
more wood products to produce energy. 
With a State that is more than one- 
third forested, and paper mills are in 
the decline, this is a very valuable ad-
dition, from my perspective in Michi-
gan. 

The energy title will go a long way 
toward a cleaner environment, but the 
conservation title in the farm bill is 
one of our most important environ-
mental laws. Farmers are some of the 
best stewards of our land. We know 
that. They produce high-quality, safe, 
nutritious products while meeting 
strong environmental standards. Our 
addition of $4 billion in conservation 
funding this year is imperative to meet 
the growing demand of farmers who 
want to enroll in various conservation 
programs. These programs keep our air 
clean, farmland productive, spaces 
open, land open, wildlife thriving, and 
offer some of the best water quality 
protections. 

The conservation title is especially 
vital to our Great Lakes, North Amer-
ica’s largest source of fresh water. 
Farm bill conservation programs have 
ensured that once-marginal Great 
Lakes farmland now filters sediment 
and erosion while providing millions of 
acres of high-quality wildlife habitat, 
which supports the local $18 billion 
hunting, fishing, and wildlife-watching 
industry in Michigan. Programs such 
as the Wetlands Reserve Program im-
prove water quality and are essential 
to the continued health of the Great 
Lakes. These programs protect and re-
store wetlands that serve to filter pes-
ticides, fertilizers, and sediment out of 
the water that millions of Great Lakes 
residents depend on for their drinking 
water as well as for swimming and 
bathing and just plain fun. And we in-

vite everyone to come and be a part of 
the Great Lakes experience. 

I want to congratulate, again, Chair-
man HARKIN and my colleagues on the 
committee for their commitment to a 
strong conservation title. In spite of 
the tight budget we have once again, 
conservation is a priority. 

I would like to take a moment to rec-
ognize changes in a program that I was 
very pleased to author as a part of this 
conservation title. The Great Lakes 
Basin Program for Soil Erosion and 
Sediment Control will be reauthorized 
for another 5 years under the current 
bill. This program has a proven track 
record of efficiently providing grant 
funding to local organizations and gov-
ernments to prevent soil erosion in the 
Great Lakes region. 

I am pleased to have been able to add 
language to the farm bill to tie the 
Great Lakes Basin Program to the 
Great Lakes Regional Collaboration 
Strategy to Restore and Protect the 
Great Lakes. This will assist in accom-
plishing two of the Great Lakes Re-
gional Collaboration Strategy’s pri-
ority recommendations: first, targeting 
cleanup activities in severely polluted 
rural watersheds; secondly, restoring 
urban watersheds that have been de-
graded by development. 

The Great Lakes restoration strategy 
is really a comprehensive blueprint for 
restoring the Great Lakes. It was initi-
ated following an Executive order 
which recognized the Great Lakes as a 
national treasure. The strategy was 
produced by a broad cross-section of 
people representing our local commu-
nities, the State and Federal Govern-
ment—truly a bipartisan effort—NGOs, 
tribes, and various stakeholders that 
came together. 

The strategy identifies reducing 
nonpoint source runoff from rural and 
urban areas as one of the top eight sets 
of priority recommendations necessary 
for restoring the health of the Great 
Lakes. This program will enable the re-
gion to initiate pilot projects con-
sistent with these recommendations. I 
am very pleased this is part of the farm 
bill. 

Restoring the Great Lakes must be a 
national priority. A recent Brookings 
Institute study clearly showed that 
Great Lakes restoration is about more 
than environmental restoration; it is 
about protecting our way of life. Re-
ducing soil erosion, sediment, and pol-
lutants helps maintain a clean source 
of drinking water for over 42 million 
Americans and Canadians who depend 
on the Great Lakes. Decreasing 
nonpoint pollution in the Great Lakes 
reduces the damage caused to fish and 
wildlife habitat and will help protect a 
sport fishery that generates $4 billion a 
year. Reducing nonpoint pollution will 
reduce the costs of maintaining 
stormwater systems and the costs of 
dredging the harbors and marinas that 
are the economic backbone to the 
Great Lakes region’s shipping capac-
ity, in addition to a $1 billion rec-
reational boating industry. This pro-

gram ties a Great Lakes program with 
a proven track record to the implemen-
tation of a comprehensive strategy 
that, when fully implemented, will pro-
tect an international treasure for the 
next generations. 

I also want to acknowledge another 
important piece that I was pleased to 
author in the farm bill that is impor-
tant to American producers. Current 
law clearly states that all purchases 
made—to the maximum extent prac-
ticable—with Federal funds for use in 
the National School Lunch and Break-
fast programs should be domestic 
goods; in other words, American-made, 
American-grown. Congress has passed 
this law in multiple statutes and has 
repeatedly reinforced its support for 
the Buy American provision, and ex-
pects it to be implemented and en-
forced. Unfortunately, USDA has not 
adequately enforced the Buy American 
provisions in current law. This is an-
other example of this administration’s 
failure to enforce the laws on the 
books, and this time our growers and 
consumers are paying the price. The 
list of trade enforcement violations is 
growing, and today the United States 
has the weakest trade enforcement ef-
fort of any developed country. It is im-
portant we make sure that while the 
USDA buys only domestically grown 
food for schools, that we also make 
sure when the school programs them-
selves—the local programs—are pur-
chasing, that they know this provision 
is in place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for an additional 2 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DOMENICI. No objection. How 
many minutes? Two? 

Ms. STABENOW. Two. 
Mr. DOMENICI. No objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Ms. STABENOW. Thank you very 

much. 
There is so much in the farm bill 

that it is difficult to have a short pres-
entation. I am only touching on a few 
of the major areas. 

Let me conclude, though, by summa-
rizing the Buy American provisions be-
cause, unfortunately, even this past 
July at a national school food con-
ference, a food company marketed 
peaches that said ‘‘peaches from China 
packed in Thailand,’’ and I know we 
grow great peaches in the United 
States. So we want to make sure that 
as we are putting all of these provi-
sions together to support American ag-
riculture, that, in fact the USDA is 
doing everything possible not only to 
purchase themselves but to commu-
nicate with our school programs and 
other nutritional programs that we ex-
pect we will purchase from local grow-
ers, American growers first. We hope 
we will not have to say this again. We 
have put this in numerous bills. It is 
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vital that we take this very seriously if 
we are going to, in fact, be supporting 
American growers. This provision—the 
Buy American amendment—matches 
the House-passed language, and I am 
hoping they will join us in making sure 
it is truly enforced at this time. 

As my statement shows, this farm 
bill is expansive. It is important to all 
parts of our country, our families, our 
communities. It is important in so 
many ways as we look for healthy 
foods and strong communities and jobs, 
preserving our land and our water. It 
has very important policies, tradi-
tional policies we have had for some 
time, coupled with new approaches for 
the future in alternative energy and 
other areas that are critical for the fu-
ture of our country. I regret that the 
administration has indicated a possible 
veto of this bill. I hope, in fact, they 
will reconsider as we move along. This 
is an important bipartisan effort. A 
tremendous amount of work has gone 
into this. This is truly a farm bill for 
the future of the country. It is fiscally 
responsible. It is paid for. I am very 
hopeful that not only will we pass this 
with a strong bipartisan vote, but that 
the President will support this very 
important effort to support our grow-
ers, our farmers, our ranchers, as well 
as the food security of the United 
States. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico has 15 minutes 
under the previous order. The Senator 
from New Mexico is recognized. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, par-
liamentary inquiry: I am to be followed 
by Senator THUNE, who has 15 minutes, 
is that correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
not yet a part of the order. 

Mr. DOMENICI. I ask unanimous 
consent that it be the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I rise 
this afternoon to discuss the process 
under which we consider this bill that 
has been set forth by the majority 
leader earlier. I also want to discuss a 
critical issue facing our farmers. I do 
not want to belabor the point that has 
been made by our distinguished Repub-
lican leader, Senator MCCONNELL, and 
by Senator GREGG about the impor-
tance of an open amendment process, 
but I do want to add some context, if I 
might. 

I understand it is the majority’s pre-
rogative to fill the amendment tree, 
and it has been done by leaders of both 
parties in the past. However, I wanted 
to go on record about the potential se-
rious danger of this process. Earlier, 
the majority leader stated that only 
amendments that are relevant to the 
farm bill will be allowed to be offered 
and voted on. 

Well, I cannot think of any amend-
ment more relevant to the economic 
security of the American farmer than 
an amendment to increase the renew-
able fuel standard. I am very hopeful 

the amendment will meet the test the 
leader has made for amendments. I 
don’t know yet whether it will, but I 
think before I am finished and before 
other speakers are heard, it should be 
quite obvious that there is no amend-
ment that could be offered that is more 
important to rural America and the 
farmers than this one. 

Since we passed the first ever renew-
able fuels standard in the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005—and the occupant of 
the chair was a member of the com-
mittee that wrote it—bipartisan—and 
played a very vital role in a number of 
its provisions—since that Energy Pol-
icy Act, we have seen a surge in eth-
anol jobs and a surge in the construc-
tion of ethanol plants. I think we all 
know that. In 2006 alone, the ethanol 
industry supported the creation of 
160,000 new jobs, while producing 5 bil-
lion gallons of ethanol. These are 
American farm jobs which help produce 
American fuels and help reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil. It seems to me 
the relevance of ethanol is asked and 
answered. 

My bipartisan amendment would set 
annual requirements for the amount of 
renewable fuels used in motor vehicles, 
homes, and boilers. It would require 
that our Nation use 8.5 billion gallons 
of renewable fuels in 2008 and progres-
sively increase to 36 billion gallons by 
2022. 

My amendment will help the ethanol 
industry right now by doubling the 
current ethanol mandate from 7.5 bil-
lion gallons in 2009 to 15 billion gallons 
by 2015. That will ensure that America 
will be using the additional ethanol 
that farmers are producing. 

Beginning in 2016, an increasing por-
tion of the renewable fuels must be ad-
vanced biofuels. Advanced biofuels in-
clude cellulosic ethanol, biodiesel, and 
other fuels derived from unconven-
tional biomass feedstocks such as sor-
ghum. The required amount of ad-
vanced biofuels begins at 3 billion gal-
lons in 2016 and increases to 21 billion 
by 2022. 

I want to depart from my text and 
talk a minute with the Presiding Offi-
cer and any other Senators who are lis-
tening. This amendment is part of the 
so-called Senate Energy bill passed in 
June. It has three major parts, and this 
is one part of it. This is one that has a 
lot to do with ethanol, but it was part 
of the Energy bill we passed and took a 
lot of pride in. Since then, the House 
passed a bill. The House passed two 
bills on energy. Their bills were, for all 
intents and purposes, completely dif-
ferent than the Senate’s bill. We have 
been totally unsuccessful in moving 
anything in the direction of getting ei-
ther our bill or their bill moving to-
ward a bicameral solution in con-
ference or by agreement between the 
two Houses through appropriate peo-
ple. That is not occurring. There is lots 
of talk but no action. Pretty soon we 
will be giving the excuse for doing 
nothing for the ethanol prices—we will 
be saying, wait another month and we 

will get this agreement with the House. 
The Senate-passed bill will somehow 
get negotiated out with the House, 
with somebody, somehow, sometime, 
even though they don’t have any provi-
sion in their bill that is like the one I 
am talking about. 

This amendment is in our bill—the 
bill of the Senate—that we worked so 
hard on. It is the one the President 
talked about in his State of the Union 
Address, as the occupant of the chair 
might remember. Cellulosic was what 
everybody talked about: In about 2 
years we break that R&D requirement 
and we are ready to go with the most 
critical new fuel—cellulosic. Now we 
sit and say, let’s not do anything. I am 
kind of prejudging what some will say 
tomorrow when this amendment, which 
will be filed at the desk and which is 
nothing more than the Energy bill that 
was passed with all of the amendments 
that were adopted, that was subtitle B, 
the biofuels for energy security and 
transportation as part of the Energy 
bill—it is now an amendment I am ask-
ing to be attached to the farm bill. I 
think it should meet the leader’s test 
where he said it has to be something 
that is strongly related to agriculture 
or he isn’t going to consider it. Consid-
ering things such as perhaps the Lugar 
bill, which is highly touted as a sub-
stitute—it won’t pass, but it will be 
permitted to be offered as an amend-
ment, I assume. 

This amendment is very important. 
We could get out of here in December 
and not have an agreement with the 
House on this energy bill. I repeat: 
They don’t have this provision in their 
bill. They are going to have to accept a 
whole new approach. Energy security 
and transportation through biofuels is 
part of the three components of the 
bill, of the big bill we are talking 
about. We would have to find some way 
for the House to accommodate all three 
of the big sections, because they have 
none of them. They don’t have this 
one. They don’t have CAFE, on which 
our fellow committee members on 
Commerce worked very hard. They 
don’t have CAFE in theirs. They don’t 
have this provision, and they don’t 
have the very large provision we have 
in ours with reference to maintenance 
and security, reducing the costs of var-
ious fuel products. So it is not going to 
be easy to get that. It would be very 
easy—if the majority leader agrees to-
morrow, it would be very easy to adopt 
this amendment and, eventually, if the 
agriculture bill passes and goes right 
over to the House, and they have no al-
ternative—they have to go to con-
ference with a farm bill that is going to 
be very popular and it is going to have 
this provision on it, and it is very pop-
ular. As my colleagues know, if it were 
freestanding and didn’t have any of the 
problems of: Does it belong on this bill, 
which I think is an irrelevant state-
ment—we shouldn’t be talking about 
that—it belongs on this bill, we are 
going to make up a rule if we don’t let 
it come on here. It fits; it is germane; 
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it is relevant. Any words we have used 
historically for amendments, it is that. 

Now, beginning in 2016, an increasing 
portion of renewable fuels must be ad-
vanced biofuels, which must include 
cellulosic ethanol, biodiesel, and other 
fuels derived from unconventional bio-
mass feedstocks, such as sorghum. The 
required amount of advanced biofuels 
begins at 3 billion gallons in 2016 and 
increases to 21 billion by 2022. 

Advanced biofuels do not have many 
of the challenges that conventional 
ethanol does. The inclusion of ad-
vanced biofuels strikes a balance that 
will allow America to begin diversi-
fying our fuel supply in a very short 
term and in the long term. 

That is why, when supporting these 
same provisions in the Energy bill, the 
Renewable Fuels Association said that 
they ‘‘strike the right chord’’—that is 
what this does—noting that ‘‘such an 
investment in our Nation’s energy fu-
ture promises to spur the creation of 
new, good-paying jobs across the coun-
try.’’ 

This amendment consists of the very 
same provisions passed by the Senate 
in June as we considered the Energy 
bill. Some may ask, then, why do I 
seek to offer this amendment to the 
farm bill? I have already told you my 
answer. Repeating, first, the Energy 
bill is languishing largely because the 
House has very different provisions, 
and we have no way of going to con-
ference. We are not in conference. We 
are negotiating in some way. People 
are talking. Committees are talking, 
but nothing is agreed upon by anyone 
as to the process or procedure. Cer-
tainly, we have to have that bipar-
tisan. It will not pass if it comes here 
from the House and doesn’t have some 
Republican input. I assume it will 
come from people such as me, as rank-
ing member of one of the committees, 
or maybe Senator STEVENS, who would 
have to be part of it if it were to have 
a real chance. 

The second reason is this amendment 
is relevant to the farm bill. It is nec-
essary now to reinvigorate the ethanol 
industry, and that industry and every-
thing that makes it up is looking to 
Congress to extend this mandate as 
soon as possible. 

In one sense, we have been a victim 
of our own success. Thanks to the 2005 
Energy bill, rural America has an-
swered the call for increased ethanol 
production. In fact, we have now ex-
ceeded the original mandated amount 
in our fuel mix. For example, in 2006, 
the ethanol standard was 4 billion gal-
lons and, in fact, our domestic produc-
tion of ethanol was 5 billion gallons. 
We can do more and the American 
farmer is looking for Congress to do 
more. 

Over the last year, the price of eth-
anol has dropped nearly 40 percent. The 
reason for this is simple economics. We 
have an increased supply and dimin-
ished demand in the marketplace. As a 
result the construction of new plants 
has been delayed meaning new job 

growth has been diminished and rural 
communities are looking to us to take 
action. We cannot wait for a lan-
guishing energy bill while rural com-
munities are losing their opportunities. 
This amendment is not simply relevant 
to the farm bill, Mr. President. It is 
necessary. 

This matter will come back. It will 
be filed sometime tomorrow, or the 
next day, depending on when the leader 
will talk to me on the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I want to 
thank my colleague from New Mexico 
for his leadership on energy issues, 
generally, as a former chairman and 
now ranking member on the Energy 
Committee, and particularly regarding 
renewable fuels. 

In 2005, the Senate, the Congress 
passed an energy bill that was signed 
into law by the President, which, for 
the first time ever as a matter of pol-
icy, put into place a renewable fuels 
standard. That was in no small part a 
tribute to the leadership of Chairman 
DOMENICI and his good work, working 
with many of us who care deeply about 
renewable fuels and making sure we 
are advancing that industry in this 
country so we can lessen our depend-
ence upon foreign sources of energy. So 
I appreciate his leadership and am glad 
to be able to work with him again as 
we try to offer a renewable fuels stand-
ard to the farm bill, which has already 
been adopted, as he mentioned, by the 
Senate regarding the Energy bill. The 
Energy bill is currently tied up and, 
hopefully, we will produce an energy 
bill this year before Congress adjourns 
for the holidays. But if, in fact, we can-
not get that done, it is important for 
this industry, and I believe for our 
country’s interest, that we get an ex-
panded renewable fuels standard put 
into law. 

Mr. President, the bill before us 
today is entitled the Food and Energy 
Security Act of 2007, commonly re-
ferred to as the 2007 Farm bill. The 
naming of this bill is not without 
meaning. It is abundantly clear that 
agriculture and energy production are 
inherently related, and together will 
move our Nation toward greater food 
and energy security. 

The 2002 Farm bill was the first farm 
bill to include an energy title. As a 
member of the House Agriculture Com-
mittee during the 2002 Farm bill de-
bate, I can attest that including an en-
ergy title in the farm bill was not easy, 
nor was it without controversy. How-
ever, Congress had the foresight to re-
alize that renewable energy was an in-
tegral part to our agriculture economy 
and a comprehensive farm bill would be 
incomplete without including renew-
able energy incentives. 

The Food and Energy Security Act of 
2007 also includes an energy title that 
builds on the success of the 2002 bill. 
The incentives in this energy title will 
greatly benefit American consumers, 
our agriculture producers, and our Na-
tion’s energy independence. 

As part of the 2007 Farm bill, the 
Senate Agriculture Committee worked 
with what little resources we had to 
meet the demands of a new generation 
of renewable fuel. In particular, the 
committee included a provision that 
Senator BEN NELSON and I helped draft 
that will provide incentives for farmers 
to grow energy dedicated crops in con-
junction with the construction of a 
nearby biorefinery. 

There is a chicken and egg dilemma 
with regard to cellulosic ethanol pro-
duction. If you ask a farmer in South 
Dakota or Georgia or California to 
change his planting pattern to grow en-
ergy dedicated crops, the response will 
likely focus on a lack of market to sell 
these crops. 

If you ask an ethanol producer about 
the prospects of cellulosic ethanol, 
they will likely highlight the lack of 
energy dedicated crop availability. 

In reality, energy dedicated crops 
such as poplar trees, switchgrass, and 
miscanthus, take 2 to 3 years to estab-
lish. Likewise, a new generation cel-
lulosic ethanol biorefinery will take 
several months or years to build. There 
is an obvious gap in the marketplace 
for cellulosic ethanol production, and 
this bill would fill this gap by pro-
viding first-of-its-kind incentives for 
producers who grow energy dedicated 
crops in conjunction with the construc-
tion of local biorefineries. 

This provision represents significant 
progress in our agriculture policy as we 
look for ways to promote advanced 
biofuels. 

The Food and Energy Security Act 
also authorizes the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture to provide grants and loan 
guarantees for commercial scale bio-
refineries. Private sector investment in 
the renewable fuels will ultimately de-
termine the success of this industry, 
and it is critical that funding mecha-
nisms are in place that will move cel-
lulosic ethanol from the laboratory to 
full scale production. 

Additionally, it is important to note 
that these loan guarantees would also 
benefit existing plants that wish to 
repower their facilities or retrofit with 
new cellulosic technology. 

By leveraging a small amount of tax 
dollars with hundreds of millions of 
dollars in private equity, federally 
backed loans for new plants are an ef-
fective policy that will help grow the 
production of advanced biofuels. 

Although the Senate version of the 
2007 farm bill includes several impor-
tant energy provisions, it is missing 
one critical component that would in-
crease the market demand for renew-
able fuels. 

Just a few moments ago, Senators 
DOMENICI, NELSON, GRASSLEY, and I in-
troduced a bipartisan amendment to 
increase the renewable fuels standard 
from 7.5 billion gallons in 2012 to 36 bil-
lion gallons in 2022. 

Last June, the Senate acted in a bi-
partisan manner and passed an Energy 
bill that increases the role renewable 
fuels as a part of our energy policy. 
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This amendment reflects the Senate- 
passed RFS, and I hope my colleagues 
will once again support this policy as 
an amendment to the 2007 farm bill. 

Some of my colleagues may ask, 
‘‘Why include a renewable fuels stand-
ard as part of the 2007 farm bill?’’ The 
answer is simple, since the beginning of 
Federal farm programs, no single pol-
icy has had a greater impact on Ameri-
can’s agriculture industry than the re-
newable fuels standard enacted by Con-
gress in 2005. 

The renewable fuels standard and the 
dramatic expansion of biofuels produc-
tion has provided farmers with an al-
ternative market for their crop and in-
creased demand for corn production. 
The renewable fuels standard has cre-
ated jobs in rural communities and 
spurred investment opportunities in 
rural America. 

The expansion of the biofuels indus-
try hasn’t been perfect. The dramatic 
expansion of biofuels has led to concern 
among some livestock producers and 
food processors about inflationary 
trends in commodity prices. However, 
these concerns are being addressed by 
the marketplace. Producers have re-
sponded with record corn production 
and will continue to meet the demand 
for feed, food, ethanol, and exports. 

Additionally, like the Senate-passed 
renewable fuels standard, this amend-
ment would boost the production of ad-
vanced biofuels by requiring the pro-
duction of 21 billion gallons of cel-
lulosic ethanol by 2022. 

Crude oil is trading at over $90 per 
barrel. Many analysts are predicting 
oil will hit $100 per barrel in the near 
future. Typically, in the late fall, early 
winter, consumers are granted a re-
prieve from high gasoline prices as de-
mand subsides from the summer driv-
ing season. 

However, this fall, the retail price of 
gasoline has remained at high levels. 
Yesterday, the average price of gaso-
line reached $3 per gallon—an all time 
record for gasoline prices in November. 
Many are predicting even higher prices 
in the near future if the price of crude 
oil continues to climb. 

When is enough, enough? When are 
we going to take a stand and stop send-
ing American dollars overseas to coun-
tries that want harm to the United 
States when we have an untapped re-
source for clean renewable fuel here at 
home? 

I believe I speak for the majority of 
U.S. Senators when I say we should 
purchase our fuel from America’s agri-
cultural producers rather than from 
overseas oil cartels. 

In 2005, Congress as acted to enact 
the first ever renewable fuels standard 
of 7.5 billion gallons by 2012. By the end 
of this year, our Nation’s ethanol ca-
pacity will total almost 7.5 billion gal-
lons, 4 years ahead of schedule. With 
planned and existing construction, our 
Nation’s ethanol capacity will soon 
double. 

Clearly, as our biofuels industry ad-
vances, so must our national policy. 

Now is the time to increase the renew-
able fuels standard and usher in a new 
generation of cellulosic ethanol pro-
duction. 

I thank Chairman HARKIN and Rank-
ing Member, CHAMBLISS for their sup-
port for a strong energy title. 

Over the past several months, we 
have had a thoughtful and conscien-
tious debate on farm and energy policy. 
Considering the limited resources pre-
sented to the Committee, we crafted a 
bill that will undoubtedly move pro-
duction agriculture and renewable 
fuels forward in a sustainable and reli-
able manner. 

Adding a strong renewable fuels 
standard to the Food and Energy Secu-
rity Act would greatly enhance these 
efforts. The U.S. Senate is already on 
record for supporting provision by a 
wide bipartisan majority. I encourage 
my colleagues to once again support 
this amendment. 

There are so many things we can do 
in this farm bill to help improve the 
agricultural economy in this country. I 
will speak at a later point about some 
of the other provisions in the bill that 
I think will do that. But I cannot em-
phasize enough the importance of the 
energy title to not only American agri-
culture but to America’s position and 
place in the world relative to our need 
for energy and our ability to meet that 
need here at home. 

I hope my colleagues in the Senate 
will move in an expeditious fashion to 
pass this farm bill. Before we do that, 
let’s take a hard look at what we can 
do to make this energy title even 
stronger and create an even more ro-
bust market for renewable energy, so 
those great American farmers out 
there who are producing the food and 
fiber for this country can also continue 
to produce fuel to meet America’s 
growing energy demand and lessen our 
dependence upon foreign sources of en-
ergy. 

I, again, thank the Senator from New 
Mexico for his leadership on this issue 
and for his important role in 2005 in 
getting the renewable fuels standard 
put into law for the first time—the 7.5 
billion gallon standard I mentioned— 
by 2012. But it is now important that 
we increase that standard—as proposed 
in this amendment and as passed ear-
lier by the Senate in the Energy bill— 
to 36 billion gallons by 2022. If we do 
that, we will make a very strong and 
bold statement about our commitment 
to reducing our dependence upon for-
eign energy and making America en-
ergy independent. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, there is 
a worldwide epidemic of illegal logging 

which has been poisonous for the global 
environment and devastating to vital 
American industries. Given the ur-
gency of this problem, Senator ALEX-
ANDER, myself, and more than 20 other 
Senators have joined in legislation—S. 
1930, the Combat Illegal Logging Act— 
and I and my good friend from Ten-
nessee are on the floor and wish to 
speak briefly about this legislation. 

We have worked for many months on 
this bill, cooperatively with the forest 
products industry, with the conserva-
tion community, and with labor orga-
nizations, and the Congressional Budg-
et Office recently scored our legisla-
tion as having no cost. We have filed 
this legislation as an amendment to 
the farm bill, and we believe it is ur-
gent that the Senate pass this legisla-
tion on a bipartisan basis to protect 
American companies from unfair com-
petition and to protect forests around 
the world against illegal logging. 

More than 1 year ago, a group of 
hardwood plywood manufacturers came 
to me with concerns about illegal Chi-
nese hardwood plywood imports that 
were threatening their businesses. A 
whole host of unfair and illegal prac-
tices was lowering the costs of the Chi-
nese hardwood plywood import sector, 
giving them an unfair advantage over 
our American hardwood plywood and 
putting American companies in jeop-
ardy of going out of business and the 
workers they employ out of work. 

Since then, I have been working to 
level the playing field for these ply-
wood manufacturers, many of whom 
are in Oregon, and to protect the jobs 
of the workers they employ. In the 
course of all this, I have met with the 
Department of Commerce, the Office of 
the United States Trade Representa-
tive, Customs and Border Patrol, and 
the International Trade Commission, 
and have urged them to pursue these 
issues and act where appropriate. They 
have, I commend them for it, and they 
have raised troubling practices that we 
have brought to light in diplomatic ne-
gotiations, opening investigations and 
even filing a case before the World 
Trade Organization targeting Chinese 
subsidies that benefit the hardwood 
plywood industry. 

Our legislation—the legislation Sen-
ator ALEXANDER and I hope to win pas-
sage for as part of the farm bill—would 
level the playing field for all American 
plywood manufacturers as they strug-
gle to compete against artificially low- 
priced wood and wood products. I am 
also pleased we have been able to se-
cure the support of the conservation 
community. They have joined us in 
this effort because they know it is 
critically important to the protection 
of the environment worldwide to act 
against this illegal logging epidemic. 

From the Amazon to the Congo basin 
to Siberia, we are seeing illegal logging 
devastate some of the most precious 
and valuable ecosystems one can imag-
ine. It has been gutting local econo-
mies. It has annihilated the very way 
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of life for a number of these commu-
nities. Because of the speed and vio-
lence with which illegal logging is oc-
curring, failure to curb its effects now, 
in my view, is going to result in irre-
versible damage to forests around the 
world. 

I note my friend from Tennessee is on 
the floor, and I want to make a couple 
of additional comments and allow him 
to speak as well. I see other colleagues 
want to talk, but I want to take a 
minute to describe how this illegal ac-
tivity takes place. 

It is typically done by complex 
criminal networks that have multi-
national funding, which I think is al-
most analogous to the way the drug 
trade works. There was a recent Wash-
ington Post article that documented 
how logs from Burma had been smug-
gled into Chinese processing facilities 
and then were exported to major retail-
ers here in our country. In these Chi-
nese processing facilities, what hap-
pens is the logs are often mislabeled 
and misclassified. Sometimes they are 
even fraudulently stamped with coun-
terfeit stamps that mimic those of 
well-known wood certifications, such 
as the Forest Stewardship Council 
label. 

There have been additional reports 
that have demonstrated how illegal 
logs are being smuggled out of the last 
intact rain forest in Asia, in Indonesia, 
and then they are made into flooring in 
China to feed the high-end markets in 
the United States and the EU. So the 
world’s final remaining stands of old- 
growth teak, for example, are being 
stripped from Burma’s forests to fi-
nance the bloody oppression of the 
military regime. The trade in teak and 
other valuable tropical hardwoods of 
Burma and China has reached as much 
as $350 million in 2005. In some cases 
one tree is so valuable on the inter-
national market that illegal loggers 
will cut a road through dense tropical 
forests to access it. 

The amendment Senator ALEXANDER 
and I seek to offer—and there are many 
bipartisan supporters—would curb ille-
gal logging by making changes in the 
Lacey Act, which currently regulates 
trade in fish, wildlife, and a limited 
subset of plants. The Combat Illegal 
Logging Act of 2007 would expand the 
Lacey statute so that violations of for-
eign law that apply to plants and plant 
products would fall within its protec-
tions. This would make it against the 
law to import timber illegally har-
vested and obtained in a foreign coun-
try. The act would change the way peo-
ple who are importing harvested tim-
ber and wood products do business. 
That is its intended purpose. 

But I will tell you—and then I want 
to give what additional time I have left 
to my friend from Tennessee—I com-
mend the wood products sector, par-
ticularly the American Paper Associa-
tion, which has worked so closely with 
us. As the Forest and Paper Associa-
tion, as is their formal name, they 
have worked diligently with us to 

make sure the many wood products 
firms that have worked responsibly in 
this area can be supportive of this leg-
islation. I am grateful to them for 
their support and the many environ-
mental organizations that have joined 
with us. 

I see my friend from North Dakota 
and my friend from Minnesota are here 
as well. With their leave, Mr. Presi-
dent, I yield whatever time I have to 
the cosponsor of this legislation, I 
thank him, and we can conclude our re-
marks with Senator ALEXANDER. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Oregon. He has 
pursued the illegal logging issue in his 
usual way, with a lot of persistence and 
in a bipartisan way as well. 

If he has not already done so, I will 
ask unanimous consent to list the 22 
cosponsors of the Combat Illegal Log-
ging Act he has helped to recruit, and 
I thank him for including me as a part 
of this bill. It is important to the great 
Northwest and it is important to the 
Southeast, where we have large paper 
companies, but it is also important to 
conservation and to the rule of law in 
our country. 

The Senator from Oregon made a 
point that is maybe the central point 
here when he compared our efforts to 
stop illegal logging to our efforts to 
stop the bringing of illegal drugs into 
the United States. We all know the tre-
mendous amount of effort we go to, for 
example, to keep cocaine out of the 
United States. We send millions of dol-
lars to Colombia and to other countries 
and we try to stop that. But the real 
problem we have is we are a big, rich 
country, and there is a big demand for 
cocaine here. So no matter what we do 
in the other countries, the cocaine still 
keeps coming in, and the same with 
other illegal drugs. Here we have a 
chance to make a much bigger dif-
ference than we can with illegal drugs. 
We still are creating the demand prob-
lem. This is a country that accounts 
for 25 percent of all the wealth in the 
world. It is a country that perhaps 
buys a huge volume of illegal timber 
from around the world. Well, we can 
stop that. This is not a drug addiction, 
this is a business practice, and it is a 
practice we can stop according to the 
laws of this country. When we stop it, 
we will make an enormous difference 
for our country and for the other coun-
tries. 

Let us be absolutely clear. We are 
talking primarily about the laws of 
other countries. We are not talking 
about imposing American laws on 
other countries. We are simply saying 
if you violate the laws of any other 
country in the world, you can’t bring 
those logs into the United States with-
out violating a criminal law here. If 
this big economy says that to the 
world, we will make a dramatic dif-
ference in illegal logging. 

As the Senator from Oregon said, it 
is an estimated $1 billion a year in de-
pressed prices and reduced exports. It 
depresses prices $500 million to $700 
million annually. It means the people 
who play by the rules in the United 
States are having money taken from 
them by criminals who don’t play by 
the rules in other countries, with the 
rules set by other countries; not by us, 
by other countries. 

There are other ancillary benefits— 
climate change, for example. There is a 
lot of talk about that here in the Sen-
ate. We are all looking for ways to deal 
with that. It may be expensive to deal 
with, it may be inconvenient to deal 
with, but some estimates are that 20 
percent of climate change is caused by 
deforestation. According to the World 
Bank, illegal logging accounts for 10 
percent, or $15 billion, of the world 
timber trade. So if we are able to slow 
down illegal logging in other countries, 
we will be making an inexpensive con-
tribution, from the American tax-
payers’ point of view, to dealing with 
climate change, and at the same time 
we will be putting money in the pock-
ets of those who work in this country 
in the timber and timber products busi-
ness. 

This is a rare intersection of the rule 
of law, of good conservation practices, 
and of keeping jobs in the United 
States. 

I salute the Senator from Oregon for 
his leadership, and with his permission 
I ask unanimous consent to have print-
ed in the RECORD the ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ 
letter which he and I sent to our col-
leagues, resulting so far in 22 Members 
of the Senate cosponsoring the Combat 
Illegal Logging Act of 2007. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, October 17, 2007. 

DEAR COLLEAGUE: We are writing to ask 
you to cosponsor S. 1930, the Combat Illegal 
Logging Act of 2007. This bill enjoys the sup-
port of a very broad coalition that includes 
members of the U.S. forest products indus-
try, conservation community and organized 
labor, and has already received bipartisan 
support from many of our colleagues. 

Illegal logging is a criminal activity that 
often circumvents a nation’s legal process 
and halts efforts to establish good govern-
ance—by going around a nation’s law and re-
lying on corruption, bribery and theft. It de-
stroys ecosystems, contributes to carbon 
emissions, harms often poor and rural com-
munities, and forces American businesses 
and workers to compete against inappropri-
ately low-cost forest products made from il-
legally sourced fiber. Illegal logging costs 
the U.S. forest products industry an esti-
mated $1 billion per year in depressed prices 
and reduced exports, and contributes to on-
going mill closures and job losses. 

The Combat Illegal Logging Act changes 
the incentives that drive trade in illegal tim-
ber. This legislation will raise the risks for 
illegal trade without harming legal trade 
and will be an important step toward lev-
eling a playing field currently stacked 
against the U.S. forest products industry and 
importers and retailers committed to trad-
ing in legal wood products. Furthermore, it 
will also bring the power of the U.S. market 
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to bear on fighting the illegal logging prob-
lem and will reinforce work being done with 
U.S. tax dollars to improve governance in 
forest-rich developing countries. 

Organizations endorsing this bill include: 
American Forest & Paper Association, Cen-
ter for International Environmental Law, 
Conservation International, Defenders of 
Wildlife, Dogwood Alliance, Environmental 
Investigation Agency, ForestEthics, Friends 
of the Earth, Global Witness, Greenpeace, 
Hardwood Federation, International Broth-
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
Natural Resources Defense Council, 
Rainforest Action Network, Rainforest Alli-
ance, Sierra Club, Society of American For-
esters, Sustainable Furniture. Council, The 
Nature Conservancy, Tropical Forest Trust, 
United Steelworkers, Wildlife Conservation 
Society, and the World Wildlife Fund. 

We’d be glad to furnish additional informa-
tion, or your staff may wish to be in touch 
with Michele Miranda with Senator Wyden 
at 4–5244 or LaTonya Miller with Senator Al-
exander at 4–7198 if you would like to cospon-
sor this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
RON WYDEN, 

U.S. Senator 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, 

U.S. Senator 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The value of this 
letter is to highlight the organizations 
endorsing the bill, ranging from the 
American Forest & Paper Association, 
to Defenders of Wildlife, to the Friends 
of the Earth. That is pretty good com-
pany in which to be. 

Again, I thank the Senator from Or-
egon. I hope very much that the Senate 
will agree to this amendment. It may 
seem like a small step, but it will put 
money in the pockets of American 
workers. It will help with climate 
change. It will uphold the rule of law in 
our country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota is recognized. 
Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise 

this evening to urge the White House 
to back away from their threats to 
veto the farm bill that is presently be-
fore the body. I think the White House 
would be much better advised to wait 
until congressional debate has con-
cluded before making any final judg-
ments on this bill. 

In fairness, it should be pointed out 
the veto threat that came out of the 
White House today was not from the 
President. It is very interesting what 
did come out. This is the staff of the 
President saying, if the farm bill were 
sent to the President’s desk, they 
would recommend to the President 
that he veto the bill. 

Now, all of us know the dance that 
goes on in Washington on major legis-
lation, and we all know this is negoti-
ating leverage for the conference com-
mittee to come when the differences 
are worked out between the House and 
the Senate. So that is what is really 
going on. 

The fact is, this farm bill is fiscally 
responsible. It helps our Nation’s farm-
ers and ranchers. It promotes new 
sources of energy, reduces our depend-
ence on foreign oil, enhances conserva-

tion, and improves nutrition. But it 
does it in a way that is paid for and is 
within the budget. 

I saw that some administration 
sources were asserting that there is 
somehow $36 billion of extra money in 
this bill. That is truly a concoction, $36 
billion. Let’s be clear. This bill costs 
$288 billion. The baseline is $280 billion. 
In other words, if we were just to have 
the same farm bill for the next 5 years 
as we have had for the past 6 years, it 
would cost $280 billion. This bill costs 
$288 billion. That is an $8 billion dif-
ference, not a $36 billion difference. 

Why do we have more money than 
the current farm bill? Because the 
world has changed. We are trying to 
adjust the farm bill to deal with the 
new reality. What is that new reality? 
There is an energy opportunity for 
America, and this farm bill attempts to 
seize that opportunity. What is the op-
portunity? It is the chance to reduce 
our dependence on foreign oil. 

Here are some key facts to remember 
about the bill. It is a 5-year bill. Its 
costs beyond 5 years will be determined 
in the next farm bill. So when the 
President’s people take the 5 years of 
this farm bill and then extend it and 
look at its 10-year cost, that is not this 
bill. This bill is a 5-year bill. It is fully 
paid for. It complies with pay-go. It 
does not add one dime to the Nation’s 
debt. 

In fact, it cuts commodity title pay-
ments by $7.5 billion over 5 years. 
Those are the provisions that have 
drawn the most fire. It tightens pay-
ment limitations and eliminates loop-
holes. Notably, it ends the three entity 
loophole that has allowed some opera-
tors to effectively double their Govern-
ment payments, and it begins direct at-
tribution, requiring that Government 
payments be directly attributed to an 
individual. 

The farm bill also keeps commodity 
program outlays which have been sin-
gled out for criticism in the media 
below CBO’s August 2002 baseline, the 
baseline used in drafting the last farm 
bill. In other words, we can expect farm 
bill commodity program costs to re-
main below the level anticipated when 
the last farm bill was drafted. 

This is what the last farm bill pro-
jected would be the cost of continuing 
those provisions. That is the red line. 
Here is the projected cost of the new 
farm bill, far below what the estimates 
were when the last farm bill was writ-
ten. In other words, if we look at com-
modity programs, those are actually 
only 14 percent of this farm bill, com-
modity programs, but it seems to be 
the area that draws the most con-
troversy. 

But somebody apparently has not in-
formed the administration or the 
White House that if you extend the 
Congressional Budget Office’s baseline 
for commodity programs and compare 
it to this farm bill, this farm bill is 
well below what the last farm bill 
would have cost if it had just been sim-
ply extended. 

So there are real savings. Over the 
next 5 years we can see the total farm 
bill outlays, including baseline farm 
spending, and this new farm bill will 
make up only 1.9 percent of total Fed-
eral outlays. In other words, this is the 
current bill we are working on now. 

If you look at the total of Federal 
outlays, and you look at what this 
farm bill will cost, total cost is 1.9 per-
cent of total projected Federal outlays 
during the period. The last farm bill 
was well over 2 percent. So as a share 
of Federal spending, agriculture’s share 
is going down, and the commodity pro-
visions that are so controversial are 
going down significantly. 

In the last farm bill, commodity pro-
grams cost less than 1 percent, three- 
quarters of 1 percent of total Federal 
spending. But in the new farm bill that 
will be down to one-quarter of 1 per-
cent. Still people complain. My good-
ness, I do not think they have any idea 
what they are talking about. I really 
do not. 

The total farm bill has shrunk as a 
share of the total Federal budget. Com-
modity programs have shrunk dramati-
cally as a share of the total Federal 
budget. It is worth noting that the cost 
of extending the 2001 and 2003 tax cuts 
dwarfs the funding in this farm bill. In 
fact, when shown on the same chart, 
the 2007 farm bill funding is barely visi-
ble. 

This farm bill funding is fully paid 
for. It is ironic that some of the same 
people who complain about the farm 
bill funding are calling for the far more 
expensive extension of the 2001 and 2003 
tax cuts without paying for a dime of 
it. And they are trying to talk about 
being fiscally responsible. 

Look here. The President wants to 
extend the 2001 and 2003 tax cuts. Here 
is what that costs. Here is what extend-
ing the 2007 farm bill funding is. 

There is no comparison. There is just 
no comparison. So if we are talking 
about being fiscally responsible, let’s 
get real. 

In addition, when I say this bill is 
paid for, it is just not my claim, this is 
the assessment of the Congressional 
Budget Office. They have analyzed the 
bill. They say it is fully paid for. In 
fact, they say: In the 5 years of the bill, 
there is a savings, when everything is 
taken into account—the spending, the 
offsets—that we have $61 million left 
over from 2008 to 2012, $61 million to 
the good. So there is not one penny 
added to the deficit or the debt as a re-
sult of this farm bill. 

The administration has claimed this 
farm bill includes tax increases. That 
is wrong. This bill does not include tax 
increases. It does include loophole clos-
ers that have very strong bipartisan 
support. For example, it would codify 
the economic substance doctrine pro-
hibiting businesses from using certain 
tax avoidance schemes. It revokes tax 
benefits for leasing foreign subways 
and sewers. I know this is hard to be-
lieve, but there are actually companies 
and individuals who are reducing their 
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U.S. taxes by buying foreign sewer sys-
tems, depreciating them on the books 
for U.S. tax purposes, and leasing those 
sewer systems back to the European 
cities that built them in the first place. 

Does anybody consider that a tax in-
crease? I do not. I think it is cutting a 
tax loophole. It increases penalties for 
failure to file correct information re-
turns, and it denies deductions for cer-
tain fines and penalties. I do not con-
sider any of those tax increases. 

Let’s go to the next slide because I 
want to rivet the point. One of the 
ways of paying for the farm bill, or at 
least a part of it, is to shut down this 
scam. This is a picture of a European 
sewer system. And you do have to won-
der, what has a European sewer system 
got to do with the American farm bill? 
Well, one of the things we found is, 
some companies and some wealthy in-
dividuals are actually buying sewer 
systems in Europe, depreciating them 
on the books in the United States to 
reduce their tax burden, and then leas-
ing them back to the cities that built 
them in the first place. 

Now, I know this sounds too fanciful 
to be true, but it is true. And it does 
not apply just to sewer systems. We 
have people who are doing this with 
European city halls. They are buying 
European city halls, depreciating them 
on their tax bills here, and then leasing 
them back to the European cities that 
built them in the first place. That is 
just a scam. So we are shutting down 
that scam. I do not think that is a tax 
increase. I think that is shutting down 
an abusive tax loophole. 

The fact is, we actually cut taxes in 
this bill. Here are the tax cuts that are 
provided: $7.3 billion for conservation, 
including a tax credit for farm land, 
and a conservation reserve program, 
$2.5 billion for energy initiatives, in-
cluding a tax credit for small producers 
of cellulosic fuel, and $800 million for 
agriculture and rural areas. 

Tax relief. That is what is in this 
bill. Tax relief. But it is paid for. The 
entire bill is paid for. The administra-
tion has also complained that this bill 
contains sunsets. I would remind my 
colleagues this is a 5-year bill. And 
some of the programs, if we would ex-
tend them, would go on for more than 
5 years. But we do not have unlimited 
means, so we have had to cut things 
off. What does that mean? That means 
when they write the next farm bill, 
those things are going to end unless 
somebody finds new money or savings 
to pay for them. That is how we always 
write legislation. 

We cannot determine what is going 
to happen 10 years from now. This is a 
5-year farm bill. Over the 5 years, this 
is the point I want to make: This bill is 
fully paid for. There is no budget point 
of order against this bill. None. This 
bill fully complies with pay-go. The 
only difference between this bill and 
simply extending the current farm bill 
is we have added less than 3 percent for 
energy initiatives to reduce our 
dependance on foreign oil and for cer-

tain conservation measures to further 
protect our vital resources. Every dime 
of it is paid for. That is the fact. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I 

thank the Senator from North Dakota. 
There has been a lot of discussion 
about this being a costly bill. It was 
worthwhile for me to sit here and be 
reminded again of the nature of this in-
vestment, the fact that things we are 
doing in renewable energy are the fu-
ture of America. It is not just about 
taking care of some Minnesota and 
North Dakota farmers. Every gallon of 
gasoline we replace with ethanol is less 
money in the pockets of thugs and ty-
rants such as Chavez and Ahmadinejad. 
I thank the Senator from North Da-
kota. If you recall the last farm bill, 
there was a lot of discussion about 
whether the President should veto 
that. Now we look back and across the 
board folks are saying that was a good 
farm bill. That was a bill that in the 
end cost less. It kept the safety net in 
place. We moved forward with a new 
world of opportunities with things such 
as renewables. So we have this discus-
sion again. I hope we pass this farm 
bill, and I hope it gets signed. 

The farm bill begins by stating its 
necessity due to the fact that ‘‘the 
present acute economic emergency 
being in part the consequence of a se-
vere and increasing disparity between 
the prices of agricultural and other 
commodities, which disparity has 
largely destroyed the purchasing power 
of farmers for industrial products, has 
broken down the orderly exchange of 
commodities, and has seriously im-
paired the agricultural assets sup-
porting the national credit structure 
. . . ’’ 

This is not the start of the 2007 farm 
bill. It is an excerpt from the very first 
farm bill of 1933. When that farm bill 
was written in 1933, net farm income 
was only one-third of what it was 3 
years prior. Food went wasted in the 
field, while Americans went hungry be-
cause of depressed commodity prices. 
There was no safety net. It was such a 
time of crisis that folks from across 
my State of Minnesota came together 
with farmers from the Dakotas, Iowa, 
and Nebraska to protect each other’s 
homes, farms, livestock, and machin-
ery from being taken through fore-
closure. 

The Senate Agriculture Committee 
has proven that like minds from these 
States still collaborate to save the 
family farm. Today I come to the floor 
as part of a bipartisan multiregional 
coalition not just from the Midwest 
and upper Midwest but from all across 
this great Nation. On the Ag Com-
mittee, we came together under the 
leadership of Chairman HARKIN and 
Ranking Member CHAMBLISS and my 
friend from North Dakota, Senator 
CONRAD, to build a stronger food safety 
net for working families, an ag safety 
net for farm families. Over the next 

several days, the U.S. Senate will have 
the responsibility to pass a farm bill 
that will ensure Americans can meet 
the bare requirements of human sub-
sistence. 

In today’s world, relentlessly focused 
on the future, it can be difficult to 
reach back into the past and conceive 
of a time before food stamps, conserva-
tion programs, and a farm safety net. 
It doesn’t seem possible that in this 
country hunger was widespread, mas-
sive clouds of dust roared from State to 
State, and farmers couldn’t make 
enough money from their crops to even 
make harvest worthwhile. Yet our past 
bears witness to these struggles. Since 
these difficult years, Congress has 
struggled to perfect the omnibus legis-
lation we call the farm bill. 

In 2007, with the bipartisan bill pro-
duced by the Senate Agriculture Com-
mittee, I believe we move closer yet to 
our final goal of crafting a smarter, 
stronger safety net. As the Ag Com-
mittee has labored over the last several 
months to build this bill, I have 
worked with my colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle to secure a number of 
priorities for my State of Minnesota. 
This bill not only strengthens the 
farmer safety net but helps meet the 
food security challenges of America’s 
low-income families, makes a bold 
commitment to renewable fuels, and 
boosts investment in renewable fuels 
and conservation. 

As the ranking Republican on the 
Nutrition Subcommittee, I am proud of 
this bill’s efforts to assist those Ameri-
cans dealing with food security issues. 
This bill now provides an additional 
$5.3 billion in funding for nutrition pro-
grams, such as stamps and the emer-
gency food and assistance program, 
TEFAP. The Food Stamp Program, 
which assists over 260,000 Minnesotans, 
will be significantly strengthened. We 
will stop inflation from creating great-
er benefit erosion in the Food Stamp 
Program and encourage savings among 
low-income families. During the mark-
up, I fought to bring the bill’s funding 
for TEFAP, which provides valuable re-
sources to our food banks and homeless 
shelters, up to the same levels as the 
House bill. We have found the funds to 
meet this need, providing an additional 
$10 million a year. 

If you believe everything you read in 
the editorial pages, you might conclude 
that this bill funds farmers at the ex-
pense of the poor, but that isn’t true. 
Nutrition spending now makes up over 
66 percent of the farm bill, while we 
have found in the Ag Committee $7.5 
billion in savings in the commodity 
title. These savings come from pro-
grams that cost $22 billion less than 
was expected when the 2002 farm bill 
was passed. My colleague from North 
Dakota has laid that out. This is a bill 
wherein the commodity program base-
line is lower than the estimate of the 
2002 bill. This is a bill where the per-
cent of dollars that goes to farms as a 
percentage of Federal spending is sub-
stantially lower than in the 2002 farm 
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bill. Meanwhile, we manage to preserve 
the basic structure of the safety net for 
our farmers who feed and fuel this Na-
tion. 

For years now as I have driven across 
the great State of Minnesota, I have 
been hearing from farmers who have 
told me the 2002 farm bill worked. 
Families growing various crops told me 
we needed to make some adjustments. 
This bill makes needed updates for 
sugar, barley, wheat, and soybeans, 
among others. The bill includes a reau-
thorization of the dairy safety net, in-
cluding the MILC Program, restoring it 
to the 45-percent payment rate. The 
committee included my proposal to 
create a farm storage loan program 
that works for today’s farmers. 

I proudly support the new permanent 
ag disaster program we now have, 
thanks to the leadership of Senators 
BAUCUS and CONRAD, that will lend 
farmers a helping hand when faced 
with natural disaster. The faces of 
thousands of hard-working farmers I 
have seen over the years come to mind 
as I consider the importance of the 
farm bill safety net. I also reflect on 
the health of my State’s entire econ-
omy, the survival of small towns on 
country roads. In Minnesota, the agri-
culture and food industry is the second 
largest employer, with two-thirds of all 
agricultural jobs being off farm in 
processing, distribution, supply, and 
service sectors. We rank fifth nation-
ally in farm exports and lead the Na-
tion in sugar beet and turkey produc-
tion. All of Minnesota needs a strong 
safety net for our farmers. 

Nationally, the farm safety net is 
critical to every taxpayer, to every 
American. First, we all need food. 
Thanks to our farmers, U.S. consumers 
spend 10 percent of their income on 
food, the lowest percentage in the 
world. For every dollar Americans 
spend on food, farmers get only 20 
cents. Our entire economy benefits. 
Some folks forget that agriculture em-
ploys 20 percent of the U.S. workforce, 
accounts for roughly 20 percent of the 
Nation’s GDP, and is America’s No. 1 
export. 

Beyond preserving the safety net for 
rural Americans who work in agri-
culture, this bill provides significant 
mandatory funding for key rural devel-
opment programs to build vibrant rural 
communities, including $50 million to 
rehabilitate small rural hospitals, $20 
million to protect rural drinking 
water, and provisions to encourage 
local ownership of ethanol plants. 

To revitalize our rural economy, this 
includes the rural renaissance legisla-
tion I worked hard to pass with my col-
league from Arkansas, Senator PRYOR, 
that will provide $400 million in tax 
credit bonds to finance rural infra-
structure projects such as water and 
wastewater treatment projects. 

I have no doubt Minnesota is similar 
to Colorado. We have small towns that 
simply don’t have the tax base to do 
the infrastructure they need. This bill 
will provide some opportunity to assist 

those small rural communities with in-
frastructure. 

Another key to renewing Minnesota’s 
rural communities has been the pro-
duction of renewable fuels as our farm-
ers work to reduce dependence on for-
eign oil. In the Ag Committee, we 
worked to take the next step in helping 
power ethanol plants with crop bio-
mass and diversifying our biofuels feed-
stocks to include cellulosic and sugar. 
All in all, this bill delivers over $1 bil-
lion in additional investment in the en-
ergy title. It will also help equip our 
existing corn ethanol plants with the 
latest in renewable technologies, with 
$422 million for competitive grants and 
loan guarantees. The future is cel-
lulosic. We know that with corn we can 
do about 15 billion gallons of ethanol. 
We consume 140 billion gallons of gaso-
line each year, projected to go up to 180 
billion. Cellulosic is the future. This 
bill provides a pathway to accelerate 
us reaching that future. 

This bill helps farmers transition to 
the production of biomass crops. We 
provide over $200 million to help farm-
ers with production, harvesting, trans-
portation, and storage costs. I am 
hopeful one day we will see a cellulosic 
ethanol plant in Kittson County, MN. 
This bill will bring us closer to that re-
ality. Meanwhile, this bill includes a 
sugar ethanol program which I have 
long advocated. If Brazil can do it, we 
can do it. They made a commitment in 
the early 1970s to ethanol. They do it 
with sugar. They didn’t let up to that 
commitment when oil prices went 
down. They stayed the course. As a re-
sult today, Brazil is not dependent on 
foreign oil. 

We need to have that same commit-
ment, that same persistence. Sugar 
should be part of it. That opportunity 
is in this bill. 

Finally, I have been concerned that 
those living near ethanol plants con-
tinue to have an opportunity to invest 
in these renewable opportunities. I am 
thankful to the chairman and ranking 
member for including my local owner-
ship amendment to ensure commu-
nities continue to hold more of the 
value created by these plants in their 
small towns through ownership. On top 
of all these investments, this bill still 
manages to include the single largest 
investment in conservation this Nation 
has ever seen. Specifically, the bill in-
creases funding for major programs 
such as the Wetland Reserve Program, 
the Conservation Stewardship Pro-
gram, and the Grassland Reserve Pro-
gram, as well as protecting 39.2 million 
acres allotted for the Conservation Re-
serve Program. 

This bill also includes Open Fields, a 
critical, voluntary program to encour-
age property owners to allow public ac-
cess for hunting and fishing. All in all, 
the bill increases conservation funding 
by $4.4 billion above the current budget 
baseline, which will mean increased 
wildlife habitat, cleaner water, and a 
healthy environment for all of us and 
it is paid for. 

No bill of this size is going to be per-
fect. But I believe when the sum of 
these accomplishments is measured, 
folks will realize what an achievement 
this is. Of course, some will continue to 
criticize. Despite including what I con-
sider to be great advances in farm nu-
trition, conservation, rural develop-
ment, and energy policy, coupled with 
dramatic reforms, there no doubt will 
be detractors who look at this farm bill 
and cry that more reform is needed. 
They will argue that money should not 
to go factory farms. It should go to nu-
trition, conservation, and energy in-
stead. 

As I have traveled around Minnesota, 
I don’t see factory farms. Instead, I 
meet family after family, such as the 
Meyer Family in Nicollet County. They 
let me know how important the farm 
safety net is to them. They told me the 
advent of renewable fuels, what it has 
meant to them in terms of trans-
forming their farming operation, has 
had the same impact that electricity 
had for their grandfather. That is the 
path to hope and opportunity we are 
on. That is the path this farm bill fos-
ters. I wholeheartedly agree this farm 
bill should invest more in nutrition, 
conservation, and energy. This bill 
makes remarkable strides in these 
areas. In fact, nutrition spending will 
grow to represent two-thirds of the 
bill’s total spending. I also believe we 
need to reform to prevent nonfarming 
millionaires from getting farm pay-
ments and close loopholes to get 
around payment limitations. Ted Turn-
er and Scottie Pippen should not get 
farm subsidies. This bill closes the 
loophole. It succeeds in doing that by 
the most aggressive farm payment re-
forms to date, by lowering the adjusted 
gross income limit from $2.5 million to 
$750,000 by 2010, while eliminating the 
three-entity rule and commodity cer-
tificate loopholes. No one wants multi-
millionaires to be getting farm sub-
sidies. This bill says that doesn’t hap-
pen. 

Again, some critics will say reform is 
not enough. I urge these folks to talk 
to Senator CHAMBLISS, talk to my col-
league from Arkansas, Senator LIN-
COLN. Ask them how tighter restric-
tions under the banner of reform will 
throw a disproportionate burden on 
their farmers, rice farmers and cotton 
farmers who have a greater cost of pro-
duction for cotton and rice than in 
other regions of the country. Farm 
bills are about achieving broad bipar-
tisan compromise for the good of the 
American people. This bill meets that 
standard and deserves this body’s sup-
port. 

I finish by asking my colleagues to 
take a look at the frescos that line the 
corridors of the hall of columns next 
time they find themselves on the House 
side. Written near the top of one of the 
walls, there is a quote by Carl Sand-
burg that reads: 

Whenever a people or an institution forgets 
its hard beginnings, it is beginning to decay. 

The Senate must not forget this Na-
tion’s struggles on the farm and on the 
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dinner tables before our farm and nu-
trition safety nets existed. We cannot 
afford to forget how far our farm bills 
have come since 1933. We have come a 
long way over the last 75 years in 
building a thriving agricultural econ-
omy, responsible conservation policies, 
and responsive nutrition programs. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this farm bill, which builds on 
the steady gains agriculture has made 
and continues the economic prosperity 
it has fueled. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MENENDEZ). The Senator from Arkan-
sas. 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise 
to add my remarks to this debate on 
the Food and Energy Security Act of 
2007. I see our chairman of the com-
mittee in the Chamber. I wish to say a 
personal thanks to him for his leader-
ship and hard work, along with his 
staff, who worked diligently through 
the committee process to really come 
together. 

My colleagues, including Senator 
COLEMAN, who is on the committee as 
well, working with others—Senator 
CONRAD has been here—those of us on 
the committee have worked so hard to 
come up with a compromise, a bill that 
is practical and realistic but also actu-
ally exhibits reforms that many people 
have been asking for. But the bill also 
moves forward in a progressive way, a 
way I think Americans can be proud in 
the values and the priorities we set. So 
as a member of our Senate Agriculture 
Committee, I am extremely proud of 
the product our committee has pro-
duced. 

A lot of time and energy was put into 
the committee bill to ensure we main-
tain the blessings we have here in 
American agriculture. Staff and the 
members worked hard to come up with 
a good compromise, a compromise that 
respects and appreciates the diversities 
across our country and the great 
wealth and bounty of what our Nation 
has. 

The farm bill does many other good 
things. Several of my colleagues have 
already touched on those. Our invest-
ment in nutrition, conservation, rural 
development, and energy programs has 
been dramatically increased. All of 
these things will benefit our country 
greatly. 

As one of the cochairs and cofounders 
of the Senate Hunger Caucus, I find it 
very important that we focus, through 
this bill, on nutrition. I hope others do, 
and I hope they are willing to look for 
resources we need to make sure we pay 
for that, that we are serious about nu-
trition, and that we are going to con-
tinue to work on that. My faith re-
quires me to look after the poorest 
among us, and I am very pleased the 
committee bill provides an additional 
$5 billion increase in programs targeted 
at reducing food insecurity among our 
children and our elderly, among our 
low-income and those who are in need. 

Conservation is a big part of this 
package as well. The chairman has 

been a tireless advocate for conserva-
tion programs. I am pleased that once 
again he has produced a bill that is 
progressive in this area. It ensures that 
we are the best stewards of the land we 
possibly can be and that we will leave 
our children the environment they de-
serve. 

Having grown up on a farm myself 
and recognizing that my dad, as a 
farmer, was one of the greatest con-
servationists I could ever meet—he was 
conscientious with the way he handled 
his land. He knew it would be there for 
future generations if he took good care 
of it. He also knew if he took good care 
of that land in the current, it would 
produce the crops that would provide 
for our family. So conservation is an 
essential part of who we are as Ameri-
cans. What is exhibited in this bill is a 
step forward—a large step forward—in 
a very progressive way of how we have 
invested in conservation. 

Rural development is also well rep-
resented in this bill. Again, growing up 
in rural America, it is so important to 
see the investments, whether it is in-
vestments in small businesses and en-
trepreneurs. The broadband effort we 
have made here is incredibly impor-
tant. 

I have a gentleman who bought prop-
erty in Arkansas to retire on. He was 
not going to move there for another 10 
or 15 years. When he realized his busi-
ness actually could access three major 
cities across this country and access 
those cities through the technology he 
needed to use, he decided to move to 
Arkansas ahead of time, ahead of re-
tirement, because it was a place he 
wanted to be. 

The outmigration we have seen from 
rural America has been caused largely 
because of a lack of opportunity. In 
rural development, we provide not only 
many of those tools to help develop-
ment, help entrepreneurs and small 
businesses grow their businesses, but 
we provide for communities to invest 
in their infrastructure so it will be a 
desirable place for people to build their 
businesses and raise their families. 
That is important. 

Reducing dependency on foreign oil is 
absolutely critical, and we know that 
as a nation now. We see the passion in 
Americans for wanting an alternative 
and renewable energy source. In this 
bill, we have the beginnings, particu-
larly of making sure that not only we 
lessen our dependence on foreign oil 
but we do so in a way that is good for 
the environment. It provides an addi-
tional marketplace for our producers 
with their commodities. 

We have a win-win in this situation, 
with all of these things we have 
brought together in this bill. Yet many 
of them are new programs over the last 
couple of decades in terms of the farm 
bill in our outreach. It is essential that 
we recognize the investment we are 
making in this bill and that we do not 
tarry in getting it passed and that we 
make again the assurances to hard- 
working families, both on the family 

farm as well as in rural America, that 
we do believe in them, that we do be-
lieve as a government in investing in 
who they are, what their values are, 
and the contribution they make to the 
fabric of this country. 

Most importantly, to me, as the 
mother of twin boys, the farm bill does 
something we should all be very proud 
of: It ensures our Nation, the working 
families of this country, and the chil-
dren of this Nation, a safe and afford-
able domestic supply of food and fiber. 
We are the envy of the world in how we 
can do that. Not only do we do it most 
efficiently and effectively, we do it by 
keeping the cost of our food per capita 
the lowest of any developed country in 
the world. We do it with respect to our 
environment. It is the envy of the 
world. Many of my colleagues and 
most, if not all, of the media seem to 
take that for granted when we bring up 
this bill. It is something we should 
never lose sight of in this debate. As a 
mother, when I go to the store and I 
know and can see what it is I am pur-
chasing, knowing those crops and those 
food sources—domestically produced— 
can ensure for me a quality food source 
and sustenance of life for my family, 
that is unbelievable—again, the envy of 
the world. 

We look at what comes out of the 
media. One day they are reporting 
about the dangers our Nation is facing 
with unsafe food entering the country 
or the atrocities of outsourcing jobs, 
and the next day they are on the front 
page of the news criticizing farm pro-
grams that keep production agri-
culture here at home and level the dis-
parities in global agricultural trade 
that U.S. farmers face abroad. The 
markets out there are not that open to 
certainly the commodities we grow in 
our region of the country. 

But we are a diverse nation. Our 
crops are different in each region of the 
country. For that reason, we have sev-
eral different programs to support indi-
vidual commodity needs. In the Mid-
west, with corn, sugar, sugar beets, and 
fruit and vegetable producers, they 
enjoy several different programs out-
side our traditional farm programs to 
provide them the support they need to 
continue producing right here at home. 
They are different programs than my 
growers would probably access, and 
they have different rules for those pro-
grams. With sugar, we limit the access 
for foreign competition into the U.S. 
market. For corn, we provide several 
different provisions in law that support 
those producers, in addition to tradi-
tional commodity programs. We man-
date a market through the renewable 
fuels standard. We provide a tax credit 
for blenders, and we protect ourselves 
from foreign competition to give this 
industry a chance to grow and an op-
portunity to reduce our dependency on 
foreign energy. 

In other States across our country, in 
fruit and vegetable regions of our coun-
try, in addition to the nearly $3 billion 
worth of incentives for this industry, 
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we provide a planting restriction to 
limit competition from producers of 
other commodities. 

Oftentimes, we are told in the South: 
Why don’t you just grow something 
else, something different that may be 
less difficult or less of a problem in the 
international trade market? Well, in 
many instances, we are unable to do 
that because of planting restrictions. 
But I am proud of the recognition of 
this diversity, and I am proud to have 
supported these initiatives tirelessly 
on behalf of the hard-working farm 
families in other regions of the coun-
try. 

I have also fought hard to ensure 
that American agriculture gets the re-
spect it deserves in the world market-
place because, as the budget chairman 
pointed out yesterday with his now fa-
mous charts, the world market for our 
farmers is not free or fair. My message 
is simple: We should meet our global 
competition, and we should not unilat-
erally disarm our farmers in the global 
marketplace. 

The unfortunate reality is that our 
global agricultural competition is 
heavily subsidized, and their markets 
are closed to agricultural goods that 
my State particularly produces. We 
have to fight hard for the small bit of 
market access our crops need in those 
other countries and in those trade 
agreements. As a result, we have grown 
our operations to create an economy of 
scale that allows us to be competitive. 
If we are not careful, with the tighter 
payment limits, we are going to make 
our producers of staple commodities 
such as rice less competitive inter-
nationally. As I have pointed out, rice 
and cotton face much greater inter-
national competition than any of the 
other commodities we are discussing in 
this bill. 

So our point, with these commodities 
we have and what we face in that glob-
al competitive marketplace, is: Yes, 
our program might need to be just a 
little bit different, kind of like the 
sugar program or the corn program and 
the supports they need. I did not invent 
the global subsidies in agriculture, but 
I am committed to ensuring that the 
Senate helps our farmers meet the 
global competition. 

Working with both Chairman BAUCUS 
and Senator GRASSLEY on the trade as-
pects, through the Senate Finance 
Committee, and the Office of the 
USTR, we are going to continue the 
fight. I am going to continue to fight 
to ensure that global access is there for 
us. As we do that as a nation, I think 
it is our responsibility and duty to pro-
vide the support programs our farmers 
need. To not do so will simply result in 
an outsourcing of our food supply and 
our jobs in rural America. 

Within the WTO negotiations, we 
have asked our trading partners to re-
duce their subsidies and their tariff 
levels on U.S. agricultural products. 
What we have said is that we will come 
down further and faster on our subsidy 
programs, on our support programs. 

But the response from the rest of the 
world has been abundantly clear to us: 
No, thank you, America. We don’t want 
to bring down our subsidies. We don’t 
want to bring down our supports. We 
want you to. But, no, thank you very 
much. We are not going to do that. You 
go right ahead. You lower your sub-
sidies, and we will simply hang on to 
ours. 

Here at home I have heard some of 
my colleagues and mostly media out-
lets that have said we needed to lower 
the caps on programs. Well, guess 
what. The committee bill does just 
that. It lowers the overall cap from 
$360,000 to $100,000. 

I have also heard we needed to ad-
dress the loophole that has allowed 
producers to avoid the caps. The com-
mittee bill does just that. It eliminates 
both of the loopholes most frequently 
cited—the three-entity rule and the ge-
neric certificates. 

I heard we needed transparency, so 
the committee bill—yes, the com-
mittee bill we bring before this Sen-
ate—adds direct attribution, which will 
track payments directly to an indi-
vidual farmer. Now, let me be clear. 
This is only for traditional, what we 
refer to as ‘‘program commodities,’’ 
not sugar or dairy or ethanol. They 
will not have direct attribution. But in 
this bill we provide direct attribution 
for the traditional program commod-
ities. As I pointed out, those programs 
operate in a slightly different fashion 
to provide support to their farmers be-
cause we have a lot of different farmers 
in different regions around this great 
country. 

I heard we needed to disqualify mil-
lionaire nonfarmers, those who are 
walking around Fifth Avenue or Holly-
wood. So in the committee bill we do 
just that. We move the adjusted gross 
income means test from its current 
level of $2.5 million to $750,000. 

Now I notice my colleague NORM 
COLEMAN bringing up celebrities such 
as Scottie Pippen. But the fact is, 
Scottie Pippen won’t be affected, be-
cause most of those individuals—or 
certainly a large amount of them—are 
reported because of their conservation 
payments. These are contracts they 
enter into with the Federal Govern-
ment for contracts on conservation, 
putting their land into conservation. 
Many of them will have an adjusted 
gross income above that level, but they 
will still be listed and they will still be 
getting their payments, because they 
have entered into that contract. We 
don’t put an AGI means test on the 
conservation program. I think that is 
important for people to understand. 
Those people very often are not getting 
program payments; they are getting 
conservation payments. 

My sincere hope is this will all be 
seen as what it is. It is a good-faith ef-
fort on my part and the members of the 
Agriculture Committee—all of the oth-
ers on the committee—to address con-
cerns and to recognize this is the most 
significant reform in the history of our 

farm program. We have made a tremen-
dous progressive effort on the issues 
that are important to people, both re-
form as well as nutrition programs, 
conservation, energy, renewable en-
ergy. Now we have some time, it seems, 
to discuss what this farm bill does and 
doesn’t do. 

I am appreciative of this time, be-
cause throughout my career I have 
tried to look after family farmers and 
to respect the needs of farmers in every 
region of this great country. I have 
tried to do that first and I have tried to 
assist them in providing our Nation 
and the world with the bounty they do. 
It is something we far too often take 
for granted, the blessing of living in 
this country, knowing there is an af-
fordable, abundant, and safe supply of 
food and fiber for the people of this 
country. We in this country are fortu-
nate. We are fortunate to have this 
bounty. I am not going to let anyone in 
this Chamber forget it. I am not going 
to allow anyone to send this bounty to 
some foreign land never to be seen 
again in this country, to outsource the 
opportunity that hard-working farm 
families in this country have to do 
what it is they want to do most and 
what they do most effectively, and that 
is to provide this country with that 
safe, affordable, and abundant supply 
of food and fiber. 

I look forward to the discussion 
ahead of us. I have to say if there is 
one unfortunate thing I find in all of 
this discussion, it is that there are 
those people who would choose to mis-
represent the facts. When they mis-
represent the facts, it breaks down the 
process. It breaks down the process 
from what is real. What is real is those 
of us on the Agriculture Committee 
who have come together in good faith 
to produce a bill that makes sense; 
something everybody can support and 
that respects people all across this 
country. My hope is we will continue 
this conversation, and that those who 
choose to misrepresent the facts can be 
countered or at least corrected, and 
those of us who want to work hard to 
come up with something that makes 
sense, that we can continue to do so. I 
look forward to that debate. I look for-
ward to working with my colleagues. 
Senator GRASSLEY and Chairman BAU-
CUS are here on the floor. They have 
done yeoman’s work on behalf of farm-
ers across this country, and I look for-
ward to continuing to work with them. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa is recognized. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

know it is my turn to speak, but out of 
deference to Senator BAUCUS who is ne-
gotiating on the Children’s Health In-
surance Program, I ask unanimous 
consent that he go before me, and then 
I ask that Senator TESTER would fol-
low him, because I don’t want Senator 
TESTER to have to sit around and listen 
to me. Then I ask unanimous consent 
after those two, I be the next in line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
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Without objection, it is so ordered. 

WRDA 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I thank 

my very good friend from Iowa. Sen-
ator GRASSLEY is a true gentleman and 
I deeply appreciate the courtesy he is 
offering me, as well as my colleague 
Senator TESTER. 

A few moments ago, the House voted 
to override the President’s veto by a 
vote of 361 to 54—361 to 54—clearly 
overriding the President’s veto on the 
WRDA bill. I stand here today asking 
the Senate to do the same. We too 
should have a very strong vote to over-
ride the President’s veto. If the House 
can vote to override, certainly the Sen-
ate can too. 

This conference report, as we all 
know, provides authority for the Army 
Corps of Engineers to move forward on 
many very long overdue water resource 
projects. Let’s not forget the West’s 
battle with drought and the coasts’ re-
curring struggles against Mother Na-
ture’s harsh storms that highlight the 
pressing need to address our water re-
source needs. I saw a very alarming ar-
ticle not too long ago, 2 or 3 weeks ago, 
about the effects of climate change and 
global warming. It is not just the ice 
sheets melting and the coastlines ris-
ing; there is also increased drought— 
increased drought in the Southeast and 
in the Southwest, especially the South-
west. It is tough enough for my part of 
the country where the average precipi-
tation is about 13 inches a year. That is 
all it is. I think in Washington, DC, the 
average precipitation is around 40 
inches. In the northern high plains 
States where we desperately need these 
projects, the annual precipitation is 
again about 13 to 14 inches a year. We 
need help. 

I must say too it is important to 
keep in mind that since 1986, Congress 
enacted legislation known as the Water 
Resources Development Act, otherwise 
known as WRDA. Every 2 years since 
then, Congress has received a WRDA 
bill from the administration, seeking 
authorization for water resources 
projects. These requests provided the 
Corps and local sponsors with a regular 
planning schedule. 

It is kind of like the highway bill. We 
have people in our country—the high-
way bill clearly is the contractors and 
the States—some ability to plan for 
the future. That is why we have 5- or 6- 
year bills. The same is also true with 
the Water Resources Development Act. 
We need to give some sense of predict-
ability and some sense of certainty to 
people so they can plan for projects, in 
this case the Corps. 

I must say, however, that the admin-
istration has not requested one update 
of the program—not one—since the 
year he has been President. So the 
question is, Why? Why has the Presi-
dent not suggested an update in the 
program? Well, according to the Presi-
dent, this is not a priority. He says the 
Congress is not being fiscally respon-
sible. I have to disagree. He is not ac-
curate. Why? Well, one reason is the 

costs in this legislation reflect an ac-
cumulation of projects that need to be 
authorized because we have not had a 
WRDA bill for over 6 years. It stands to 
reason that if we haven’t had an au-
thorization for over 6 years, clearly the 
costs are going to go up a little bit. 

Investing in our water infrastructure 
is a cost we cannot afford to put off. I 
submit it doesn’t make any sense to 
turn our backs on all of these water 
projects because otherwise they con-
tinue to crumble, they continue to 
erode, and it does not make a lot of 
sense. In fact, many people are worried 
about America’s competitiveness, and I 
am one who thinks we do not pay 
enough attention to our infrastructure; 
that is, if we are going to compete in 
the future, we have to have strong 
highways, we have to have a power sys-
tem, a telephone system, and we need 
to have a very good water resource sys-
tem. We have to get water where it is 
needed because if we don’t, there are 
going to be huge costs not just in the 
immediate term but also in the long 
term. 

It is very important that this legisla-
tion, in my judgment, pass. There are 
several projects in this bill in the State 
of Montana, my home State. One is the 
Yellowstone River and Tributaries Re-
covery project, and another is called 
the Lower Yellowstone project at In-
take, MT; third, the Missouri River and 
Tributaries Recovery project; the 
Upper Basin of the Missouri River 
project, and a riverfront revitalization 
project in Missoula, MT. These projects 
will all improve and protect our valu-
able water resources. 

The old saying about whiskey and 
water: You fight over water. Whiskey 
is for drinking, water is for fighting 
over. It is because water is such a pre-
cious and valuable resource. 

There is also an important authoriza-
tion for a very important project in my 
State of Montana, and that is the reha-
bilitation and improvement of an aging 
water project we call the Hi-Line. If 
you look at the State of Montana, it is 
a highway that goes across northern 
Montana. We call it Hi-Line. It is as 
though we are high above the Earth be-
cause we go across northern Montana 
and up there, there is something called 
the St. Mary Diversion. It is a Federal 
project built years ago. It is a mess. It 
is dilapidated and crumbling. I have 
been up there not too long ago. I have 
been up there a couple of times. I am 
embarrassed that the U.S. Government 
has not kept up the system, not kept 
up the operation, and not kept it going. 
I am embarrassed and I feel bad, and in 
fact I am angry that half of the people 
in the area—it is an Indian reservation 
as well, and a lot of people have moved 
off the reservation, and we have to ad-
dress this. This legislation does address 
it. It is very important. Without it, I 
might add, the Lower Milk River, 
which falls out of the Diversion, would 
go dry 6 out of every 10 years. Without 
this St. Mary Diversion, the Milk River 
would go dry 6 out of every 10 years. 

That is 60 percent of the time. This af-
fects thousands of Montana families. 

If you have been up on the Hi-Line, if 
you have been on the Milk River, you 
will get a sense and a feel for how valu-
able this is. It is our lifeblood. The 
President might not think these 
projects are a priority. I certainly do. 

This conference report authorizes 
projects that will provide needed flood 
and storm damage protection, as well 
as a lot of navigation improvements 
and a lot of environmental restoration. 
There is also authority here that is so 
important for rebuilding and restoring 
the coast of Louisiana devastated by 
Hurricanes Rita and Katrina, and au-
thority for modernizing the lock and 
dam system on the Mississippi River, 
and authority for ecosystem restora-
tion projects from New Jersey to Flor-
ida to Colorado—all vitally important. 

The 1986 comprehensive WRDA bill 
was enacted after a 16-year deadlock 
between the Congress and the execu-
tive branch. The deadlock we see today 
between the Congress and the Presi-
dent is about priorities. What are our 
priorities? What are America’s prior-
ities? What are the priorities of our 
country? The Congress has set prior-
ities and enacted this legislation. The 
American people clearly value—and it 
goes without saying—the water re-
sources of our country and our need to 
invest in them. The American people 
see this as a priority. 

Again, the conference report passed 
the Senate by a strong 81-to-12 vote, 
clearly enough votes to override a 
Presidential veto, and the House voted 
moments ago very strongly to override 
the President’s veto 361 to 54. So let’s 
not delay any longer. Let’s get this 
conference report enacted with a very 
strong vote and override the Presi-
dent’s veto. We already did it in the 
House. Let’s do it in the Senate when 
the time comes—I think it is tomor-
row—and then we can get on with de-
veloping these projects, and we can be 
very proud of doing something in the 
Congress that is very worthwhile. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana is recognized. 
Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I want 

to say a few words about this farm bill. 
Before I start, though, I thank Senator 
GRASSLEY for allowing me this time to 
speak. I certainly appreciate his hospi-
tality. 

This farm bill is one of the most im-
portant pieces of legislation we will 
vote on this year. Along with the mem-
bers of the committee, I thank Chair-
man HARKIN and Ranking Member 
CHAMBLISS for their hard work on this 
bill in committee. This farm bill just 
doesn’t affect farmers and ranchers and 
folks who need nutritional assistance; 
it impacts all Americans and it ensures 
that food in this country is secure. 

Our agricultural policy has created 
the most dependable and affordable 
food system in the world. Americans 
have incredible choices at the grocery 
store. We have high quality and safe 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:13 Jan 10, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\S06NO7.REC S06NO7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S13975 November 6, 2007 
food, and our supplies and prices are 
stable. What makes this stability pos-
sible is a comprehensive farm bill that 
helps set national priorities, keeping 
our family farms and ranches produc-
tive and food on America’s tables. 

I bring a different perspective to the 
farm bill than a lot of my colleagues. I 
am a third-generation farmer. My wife 
and I farm the same land my grand-
parents homesteaded nearly a century 
ago. I have spent a lifetime with my 
hands in the dirt, and I know how dif-
ficult it is to get by in production agri-
culture, especially in these days. I am 
proud that Sharla and I are passing 
that same farm down that my grand-
parents homesteaded to the fourth gen-
eration of our family. If this bill is ve-
toed as the President has promised, 
many families won’t have the option to 
pass their farm down, because over the 
next 5 years, many of them will go 
broke. 

American agriculture is facing very 
difficult challenges, such as sky-
rocketing land prices, aging popu-
lations in rural America, and the high 
cost of fuels and fertilizers. The chang-
ing global marketplace creates more 
uncertainties for our producers and 
challenges when our so-called free mar-
kets sometimes come with a high price. 
America’s family farms and ranches 
have a lot on the line right now. They 
also have tremendous potential. This 
farm bill provides new opportunities 
for rural America. 

America’s farmers and ranchers can 
be leaders in energy production as they 
are leaders in food production. For 
years, Montana, especially farm and 
ranch country, has adapted to our Na-
tion’s growing energy needs. 

The folks who put food on America’s 
dinner tables also have tremendous op-
portunity in contributing to this coun-
try’s energy independence through bio-
diesel, cellulosic ethanol, and wind 
power—just to name a few. 

That is good news for rural America, 
it is good news for our pocketbooks, 
and it is good for family agriculture. 

In Montana, an oil-seed crop called 
Camelina is being used for biodiesel 
production. It grows on marginal soils, 
takes few inputs and doesn’t need a 
whole lot of water. This year Montana 
started its first biodiesel facility—this 
farm bill will help this facility get off 
its feet and supply this country with 
much needed energy. I hope this plant 
is the first of many. 

We have only scratched the surface of 
our energy potential—and this farm 
bill could really tap into it. This bill 
will put the necessary resources into 
the production of biofuels, and more in-
centives for rural wind power projects. 

Many folks may not know that the 
farm bill is perhaps our largest con-
servation program. Our farmers and 
ranchers are stewards of the land and 
are constantly working to improve 
their operations to reduce their impact 
on the environment. 

This bill strengthens our working 
lands conservation programs to help 

make our farms and ranches productive 
and protected. 

This bill will finally implement man-
datory country-of-origin labeling. May 
I say it is about time. In Montana, we 
passed a country-of-origin labeling law 
in 2005. It is time we implement it at 
the Federal level. 

Whether it is the t-shirt I wear, the 
truck I drive, or the toy I buy for my 
grandkids, I can tell where it was 
made. It only makes sense that we 
know where our food comes from, too. 

COOL is good public policy. Ameri-
cans deserve to know where their food 
comes from, and implementation of 
mandatory country-of-origin labeling 
is long overdue. 

Part of adequate labeling is the abil-
ity for our producers to market their 
products. I am happy to see that this 
farm bill will allow for the interstate 
shipment and sale of beef. Montana has 
some of the best beef in the world and 
smaller producers should be able to 
market their safe, healthy, quality 
products across State lines. 

I don’t like shopping all that much— 
but it is even worse here in Wash-
ington. The lines are too long and the 
prices too high. But I will tell you 
what, it sure would put a smile on my 
face to see a t-bone on the shelf with a 
‘‘Made in Montana’’ stamp on it. 

We hope to include in this bill perma-
nent ag disaster assistance. I hear that 
some of my colleagues don’t think this 
is the best way to protect family farm 
and ranch businesses but as a farmer I 
strongly support this measure. 

I know what it is like in the good 
years when you have a crop to put in 
the bin. And I know what it is like to 
have no crop. Whether it is hail, 
drought, floods, grasshoppers, or any 
other disaster, we need to make sure 
that our farmers and ranchers are pro-
tected. This is a real safety net that 
will help family farmers get by when 
disaster strikes. 

This disaster assistance program has 
strict requirements on who may re-
ceive assistance and will only help 
those farmers who have taken steps to 
mitigate their risk. This program will 
provide the predictable and consistent 
safety net that our family farmers and 
ranchers deserve. 

This farm bill makes great strides in 
acknowledging the importance of or-
ganic agriculture in our food system. 
Organic foods have been growing at a 
rate of over 20 percent a year for 20 
years. This bill offers money for re-
search dollars to support organic agri-
culture. And it will provide funds to 
help family farms—if they choose— 
convert to organics so that U.S. farms 
can meet the needs of this growing 
market. 

Organic agriculture is really a value- 
added program. It allows farmers and 
ranchers to find ways to increase the 
profitability of their products by con-
sumers driving the marketplace. 

As far as nutrition is concerned, of 
course, the farm bill has a tremendous 
impact on the underprivileged seg-
ments of our society. 

The people who use these programs 
aren’t lobbying our congressional of-
fices, or sending thousands of letters, 
or using influence with the media to 
shape public policy. They are our chil-
dren. They are the elderly. They are 
young, single mothers working two 
jobs. They are disabled veterans who 
need nutritional assistance until times 
get better. 

In Montana, nearly 20 percent of our 
children live below the poverty line. 
Each month, more than 80,000 Mon-
tanans seek assistance through the 
food stamp program; 20,000 seek supple-
mental assistance through the Women, 
Infants, and Children program. Out of a 
total population of just under a million 
people this is a big impact on our 
State. 

Montana also has some of the lowest 
unemployment rates in the country. 
We have good schools and college par-
ticipation. We just can’t always make 
ends meet where there is high cost of 
living and low wages. These nutrition 
programs are just the help folks need 
until they can get on their feet. 

In the wealthiest, most-advanced so-
ciety in the world, no person should go 
hungry. I am glad that this farm bill 
has made long overdue increases to our 
food assistance programs. 

This farm bill is something that our 
Nation can be proud of. It strikes a bal-
ance between our different regions, and 
different interests. It does not have ev-
erything we want, but it has what we 
need. 

This is a farm bill that meets the 
needs of this country’s family farmers, 
and it takes great strides in helping 
families with a more realistic nutrition 
component. 

Mr. President, I know firsthand how 
important this bill is for America’s 
producers and America’s consumers. 
This is mainstream, bipartisan legisla-
tion that was crafted and passed out of 
the Ag Committee without a dissenting 
vote. The farm bill is too important for 
anyone to obstruct, or to delay, or to 
play political games with. 

American consumers, from all walks 
of life, living paycheck-to-paycheck, 
depend on this farm bill. American pro-
ducers, in every corner of this country, 
living harvest to harvest, depend on 
this farm bill. 

The Senate needs to debate and pass 
this legislation, and the President of 
the United States needs to sign it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak to the amendment that is be-
fore the Senate—the Dorgan-Grassley 
amendment—on payment limitations; 
in other words, limiting the amount of 
money that one farming operation can 
get from a farm program in a specific 
year. 

The second reason I come to the floor 
is to address the issue of the Presi-
dent’s suggested veto of the farm bill 
because it contains tax provisions that, 
presumably, the White House does not 
like. 
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I would like to give a justification for 

the provisions that are in this bill. I 
think everybody in this body would 
agree we need to provide an adequate 
safety net for our family farmers. In 
recent years, however, assistance to 
farmers has come under increased scru-
tiny. The largest corporate farms are 
reaping the majority of the benefits of 
the farm payment program. These pay-
ments were originally designed to ben-
efit our small- and medium-sized farm-
ers but instead have contributed to the 
demise of the small- and medium-sized 
family farmers. I believe we need to 
correct our course and modify the farm 
programs before those programs cause 
further concentration and consolida-
tion in agriculture. 

Today, most commodities are valued 
off demand, and the market dictates 
profitability. When farmers over-
produce by planning for the farm pro-
gram or expand rapidly because of the 
security of those programs, then the 
markets are not functioning. Unlim-
ited farm payments have placed up-
ward pressure on land prices and have 
contributed to overproduction and 
lower commodity prices. 

I am going to refer to a series of 
charts that I have. Increased land 
prices and cash rents are driving fam-
ily farmers and making it difficult, 
particularly for young farmers, to get 
into family farming—something that is 
probably there because for generations 
families have been farming sometimes 
the same land. 

For instance, in Iowa, you can see 
how the value of farmland has very 
dramatically increased, particularly 
very recently. Around my hometown of 
New Hartford, IA, land is selling some-
where between the poor land at $4,000 
an acre and the very best land for $6,000 
an acre. In my home county of Butler, 
the value of an acre is up 64 percent 
since 2000. Across the entire State of 
Iowa, the average land value per acre 
rose 72 percent just in the last 6 years. 

You will see from the next chart that 
the average typical cash rent per acre 
in Iowa rose 25 percent in that same 
timeframe. So you can legitimately 
ask, how are family farmers, particu-
larly young farmers who cannot buy 
land and who have to rent land, going 
to survive when they have had such a 
rapid increase in either the price of 
land, on the one hand, or cash rents on 
the other hand? How are they even 
going to be able to get into farming for 
the very first start? 

I have been hearing directly from 
producers for years what former Sec-
retary Johanns heard in the series of 
farm meetings. I think either the Sec-
retary, or his staff, had well over 100 
hearings on proposed farm legislation 
prior to—well, during the years 2005 
and 2006. So I have heard what Sec-
retary Johanns has heard in his farm 
bill forums: Young farmers cannot 
carry on the tradition of farming be-
cause they are financially unable to do 
so because of high land values and cash 
rents. 

What does all this have to do with 
farm programs? I am going to quote a 
famous and well-known Midwestern ag-
ricultural economist, Dr. Neil Harl, 
now emeritus. He came out with a re-
port on this subject. He is and was at 
Iowa State University. The report 
states: 

The evidence is convincing that a signifi-
cant portion of the subsidies are being bid 
into cash rents and capitalized into land val-
ues. If investors were to expect less Federal 
funding—or none at all—land values would 
likely decline, perhaps by as much as 25 per-
cent. 

So here we have an article from last 
year’s Washington Post, when the Post 
did a series of articles on the disparity 
that farm program supports are caus-
ing. They reported: 

The largest farms’ share of agricultural 
production has climbed from 32 percent to 45 
percent, while the number of small and me-
dium-sized farms has tumbled from 42 per-
cent to 27 percent. 

I assume the printing on the chart is 
so small that you will have to take my 
word for it that is what it says. The 
law creates a system that is clearly out 
of balance. 

If we look at the results posted here, 
we have a system where 10 percent of 
the biggest farmers get 73 percent of 
the benefits from the tax-supported 
farm programs. Worse yet—or more ex-
traordinary, I should say—the top 1 
percent get almost 30 percent of all of 
those payments. I tend to concentrate 
on the top 10 percent of the biggest 
farmers getting 73 percent. But I think 
this other top 1 percent of—how do you 
say it—the big farmers, the top 1 per-
cent are getting 30 percent of all of the 
benefits out of the Treasury. So we are 
back where we were 5 years ago. 

This body passed as part of the farm 
bill, by a vote of 66 to 31, putting limits 
on farm payments. Well, it didn’t sur-
vive a House-Senate conference. Sen-
ator DORGAN and I were working to-
gether then, and here we are back 5 
years later. The farm bill is up for re-
authorization, and we are filing an 
amendment that, I believe, will help 
revitalize the farm economy for young 
people across this country. 

This amendment that Senator DOR-
GAN put before the Senate this morn-
ing—actually, Senator REID did it for 
Senator DORGAN—will put a hard cap 
on farm payments at $250,000. No less 
important, it will close the loophole 
that has allowed large operations to 
avoid even the existing $360,000 limit 
and, as a result, receive benefits far ex-
ceeding the limit. 

If I could say that another way, we 
have a situation where we do have caps 
in place, but there is legal subterfuge 
to get around those caps. One of them 
is the three-entity rule—split up your 
farming operation into three entities, 
and each one of those could qualify for 
that $360,000 limit. 

The other one is where generic cer-
tificates are used. Those are not in-
cluded in the limit. So that is why you 
read where some farmers are getting 

millions of dollars through the farm 
program. 

We use the adjective, hard cap; 
$250,000 is the absolute limit. We do 
away with the legal subterfuge of get-
ting around the cap to make it so it 
works and so it is effective. 

I have another article by the Wash-
ington Post from last year outlining 
the ongoing abuse of farm support pro-
grams. It is entitled ‘‘Farm Program 
Pays $1.3 Billion to People who Don’t 
Farm.’’ We are paying $1.3 billion to 
people who are not actively engaged in 
the business of farming. Senator DOR-
GAN spoke better about this last night 
and this morning and gave better ex-
amples than I can on that point. We 
have examples of people who live on 
land collecting direct payments be-
cause a commodity was once grown on 
that land. Any agricultural use, includ-
ing having a horse on that land, quali-
fies them for a direct payment, even 
though they are not even growing a 
crop. 

Our bill addresses these problems by 
doing away with the loopholes people 
have abused over the years to continue 
to get the payments. I have already re-
ferred to the three-entity rule. We also 
put in place a system we call direct at-
tribution. Most importantly, we tight-
en up what is already in the law but 
not enforced by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, that you have to be ‘‘ac-
tively engaged’’ in the business of 
farming. 

I wish to make a very clear distinc-
tion. Some Members of the Senate have 
advocated that the Dorgan-Grassley 
amendment is not as tough as what is 
in the Senate Agriculture Committee 
bill before us. I wish to explain why 
that is not true. 

I have another chart. We have to 
compare apples to apples. Saying the 
committee has a hard cap on payments 
at $200,000 is not accurate. They only 
have a hard cap on two categories of 
payments: direct payments and coun-
tercyclical payments. The Dorgan- 
Grassley amendment actually caps 
those at $100,000. 

In addition, my amendment will cap 
marketing loan gains at $150,000, while 
the committee bill before us that the 
Dorgan-Grassley changes leaves the 
marketing loan unlimited in the 
amount of money you can get through 
the marketing loan. 

This actually weakens current law, 
and if you can believe, after all the bad 
publicity about 10 percent of the big-
gest farmers getting 72 or 73 percent of 
the benefits out of the farm program, 
why, the Agriculture Committee might 
write a bill that actually weakens cur-
rent law. But I wish to make clear our 
bill at $250,000 is a hard cap, and it is 
more effective in taking care of this 
issue of the biggest 10 percent getting 
73 percent of the benefits. 

I anticipate there will be other votes 
on other types of reforms, including 
even means testing, also known as the 
adjusted gross income limit. I wish to 
make sure my colleagues are aware 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:13 Jan 10, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\S06NO7.REC S06NO7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S13977 November 6, 2007 
that an adjusted gross income cap and 
a hard cap on payments are two very 
different things and each should be 
looked at and considered individually. 

Back in 2002—and I referred to this 
before, that Senator DORGAN and I have 
been working together—back in 2002, I 
voted against the farm bill out of con-
ference committee. A lack of payment 
limits in that bill because it was lost in 
conference, the Senate position was 
lost to the House position, was one of 
my reasons for voting against the bill. 

I have been fighting to reduce large- 
scale subsidies since I was a Member of 
the House of Representatives in the 
1970s. Then we were, believe it or not, 
arguing over a $50,000 limitation. 

Our amendment produces some con-
siderable savings. Senator DORGAN and 
I have identified very critical and es-
sential programs to help producers and 
farmers, small business owners, con-
servationists, and low-income people, 
including seniors and children. We sup-
port beginning farmer and rancher pro-
grams and the Rural Microenterprise 
Program. These programs are crucial 
to bolstering young farmers and to 
helping main streets across America. 

It will also provide funds for the or-
ganic cost-share program and the farm-
ers Market Promotion Program. These 
growing components of our food supply 
system will create new opportunities 
for farmers and increase healthy food 
options for our consumers. 

A large priority of mine has always 
been seeing justice for Black farmers— 
discrimination cases brought against 
the USDA, but not everybody eligible 
got in on it. This amendment puts 
some money, double the amount pro-
vided by the committee, in for late fil-
ers under the Pigford consent decree 
for farmers who haven’t gotten a 
chance for their claims to be heard. It 
is time to make it right for these farm-
ers who were discriminated against in 
their attempts to get help from the 
Federal Government in farming. 

We also support the Grasslands Re-
serve Program and the Farmland Pro-
tection Program with additional dol-
lars. Conserving our natural resources 
is one of the most important compo-
nents of agriculture, and this invest-
ment will make a substantial dif-
ference in the availability of these pro-
grams. 

Finally, while the Agriculture Com-
mittee makes significant contributions 
to the nutrition and food assistance 
programs, they were not able to go far 
enough due to tight budget con-
straints. So Dorgan-Grassley adds 
money to this program so it can be ad-
justed for inflation and other nutrition 
priorities to assist low-income seniors, 
as well as children. 

I worked with Senator DORGAN on a 
similar measure, as I have said for the 
third time, in 2002, and it passed with 
bipartisan support by a vote of 66 to 31. 
Unfortunately, it was stripped out of 
conference. My colleagues might re-
member the last time we had a vote on 
payment limits was on the budget reso-

lution. Many of my colleagues said 
they agreed with what we were trying 
to do, but they voted against us at that 
particular time because they said doing 
it on the budget resolution in the mid-
dle of a farm bill authorization of 5 
years was not the right time. Every-
body said it needed to be done the next 
time the farm bill came up for debate. 

Well, that time is right now, and I 
ask those who maybe thought it 
shouldn’t be done on the budget resolu-
tion a couple years ago to remember 
what they said. They came up to us in-
dividually and said: We agree with 
what you are trying to do, but it 
shouldn’t be in the middle of the farm 
bill reauthorization, and it shouldn’t 
be done on the budget resolution. The 
inference was they will be with us at 
the right time. The time is right now, 
or within the next 24 hours, when we 
vote on this amendment. 

I remind this body that in addition to 
what was said by our colleagues at that 
particular time, in the last farm bill, 
we set up, as supposedly a sop for those 
of us who didn’t get what we wanted in 
payment limitations out of conference 
5 years ago, a commission on the appli-
cation of payment limitations for agri-
culture. 

This commission was set up, and for 
a couple years they studied this issue. 
The purpose was to conduct a study on 
the potential need for further payment 
limitations on farm programs. The 
commission met. Farmers, agricultural 
economists—I can’t think of everybody 
who was on it, but they knew the busi-
ness of agriculture. This commission 
recommended the very same loophole- 
closing measures which we included in 
this amendment that is now before the 
Senate. Those people who thought they 
threw us a sop or some sort of a com-
promise that we ought to accept a com-
mission instead of the real hard change 
in law to accomplish what we wanted 
to accomplish, that we would have peo-
ple study it and then give some re-
spectability to it, or maybe they 
thought we would forget about it and 
go away 5 years later, we haven’t for-
gotten about it; we haven’t gone away. 

We are taking the recommendations 
of this commission that was set up to 
say what we ought to do in the area of 
payment limitations, and we are doing 
exactly what they said. We not only 
have the promise of those people who 
said it shouldn’t be done on the budget 
resolution, we have the recommenda-
tions of all these experts of how it 
ought to be done, when it ought to be 
done, and why it ought to be done. It is 
for all those reasons that we have Dor-
gan and Grassley back again sug-
gesting what we thought should have 
been done 5 years ago. If it had been 
done 5 years ago, we wouldn’t have this 
problem of 10 percent of the biggest 
farmers getting 73 percent of the bene-
fits out of the farm program. 

There are several problems connected 
with that situation. One, when urban 
people read about this, they are going 
to say: Why do you need a farm safety 

net if all the help is going to biggest 
farmers? So we lose urban support. We 
lose support of a farm program in the 
House of Representatives controlled by 
urban people, and we don’t have a farm 
safety net, and family farmers don’t 
have the ability to withstand a lot of 
situations that are beyond their con-
trol. We also have a situation where we 
drive up the price of farmland so the 
next generation of farmers cannot get 
started. But also, we depart from the 
principle of a farm safety net of the 
last 70 years that was supposed to be 
directed to medium- and small-sized 
farmers, the very same people who 
produce the food we eat in a way so 
consumers spend less of their income 
on food than any other society any-
where on this globe, and to keep them 
strong when they cannot withstand 
natural disasters or the politics of agri-
culture or a war or energy problems. 
They don’t have the staying power, but 
the larger farmers do. 

For 70 years, we have directed the 
benefit of a farm program, until very 
recently, to small- and medium-sized 
farmers. How it gets out of whack so 
we get 10 percent of the biggest farmers 
getting 73 percent of the benefits of the 
program is hard to explain. But it has 
happened, and we are trying to get 
back to the original purpose of farm 
programs to help small- and medium- 
sized farmers over the hurdles they 
have to cross, through no fault of their 
own, situations they cannot control, 
that larger farmers have the ability to 
have a little more staying power. 

So here we are. By voting in favor of 
the Dorgan-Grassley amendment, we 
can allow young people to get into 
farming and lessen dependence on Fed-
eral subsidies. This will help restore 
public respectability for Federal farm 
assistance by targeting this assistance 
to those who need it the most. 

So let us quit dragging our feet and 
let us pass real reform with a real pay-
ment for real farmers. I call upon my 
colleagues to support this common-
sense legislation that is referred to as 
Dorgan-Grassley. 

I told you, Mr. President, in my 
opening remarks that I wished to ad-
dress a second issue as well, directly 
related to the farm bill, but including 
some issues that are a little bit broader 
than the farm bill, and that deals with 
the tax policy. 

Remember, a very significant part of 
this farm bill is tax policy that we in 
the Finance Committee—Senator BAU-
CUS, me, and the other 19 members of 
the committee—set up that are di-
rectly related to soil conservation and 
drought relief, and we raise revenue to 
pay for it. In the process of this broad 
policy, we have freed up money the Ag-
riculture Committee would otherwise 
spend on a lot of programs, such as dis-
aster relief and conservation, so the 
Agriculture Committee would have a 
little more leeway to do what needs to 
be done in farm policy, and that is di-
rectly related to the fact that under 
the budget adopted by this Congress, 
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we find the Agriculture Committee $15 
billion under benchmark, and that is a 
big bite to swallow with the needs in 
American agriculture. So we have 
come up with, in the Finance Com-
mittee, a little bit of help for the Agri-
culture Committee. 

As recently as yesterday, the Presi-
dent, or his people, have suggested be-
cause of the tax policy that is in this 
bill, they might veto the whole farm 
bill. I want to tell the President why 
that is a crazy idea—a crazy idea—so I 
will take the time to comment, then, 
on the revenue raisers that are in this 
farm bill. 

The revenue raiser is a proposal to 
clarify a judicial doctrine in the tax 
law known as the economic substance 
doctrine. I am here not so much to jus-
tify revenue raising through this defi-
nition of economic substance, but I am 
here to say there are four circuit 
courts of appeal in different parts of 
the country that have had four dif-
ferent decisions on economic substance 
and each has said Congress ought to de-
fine economic substance. So as far as I 
am concerned, in putting economic 
substance in here, it is not just to raise 
revenue and to have an offset for the 
programs we have set up, it is for Con-
gress to do the job of making the Tax 
Code on economic substance clear so 
the courts are not defining it, and most 
importantly so that four different 
courts aren’t defining it in four dif-
ferent ways. We need to have some cer-
tainty, and this bill brings that cer-
tainty to the definition of economic 
substance. 

But before I get into that, I have to 
be a little more general. For a lot of 
folks, this proposal may sound like an 
esoteric tax policy matter, and they 
might wonder why I am focusing on it 
today. The reason is the White House 
has indicated the President will veto 
the farm bill if this proposal is in-
cluded in the bill sent to the Presi-
dent’s desk. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
Washington Post article reporting on 
the President’s suggested veto of the 
bill. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From washingtonpost.com, Nov. 6, 2007] 
BUSH VOWS TO VETO SENATE’S FARM BILL 

(By Dan Morgan) 
The Bush administration, setting the stage 

for another confrontation with Congress over 
a major spending measure, issued a veto 
threat yesterday against the Senate version 
of the $288 billion farm bill. 

The announcement came as a disappoint-
ment to bipartisan Senate supporters, who 
had hoped the farm legislation avoided some 
of the pitfalls that prompted a similar veto 
threat this summer against a House-passed 
version. 

But in a news briefing held as Senate de-
bate began yesterday, acting Agriculture 
Secretary Charles F. Conner charged that 
the five-year legislation had been inflated by 
$37 billion through the use of ‘‘tax increases 
and budget gimmicks.’’ 

‘‘It will need significant changes. . . . We 
have a long way to go,’’ he said. Conner said 
details of the administration critique will be 
issued shortly in the hope that they ‘‘will 
impel Congress to work with us.’’ 

Despite the enormous congressional popu-
larity of the bill—which funds farm subsidy 
programs, food stamps, environmental pro-
grams and biofuels research—the administra-
tion believes it can sustain a veto by ral-
lying Republicans against tax provisions 
used to fund some of the new outlays. 

Conner charged that the bill’s funding de-
pends on $15 billion in new taxes and added 
that ‘‘we don’t believe other sectors should 
pay’’ so that farm subsidies can go to ‘‘mil-
lionaires living on Park Avenue.’’ 

Most House Republicans voted against that 
chamber’s version of the bill in July after 
Democrats offset new spending on nutrition 
programs by tightening tax rules on U.S. 
subsidiaries of foreign companies. Democrats 
said they were merely closing a loophole, but 
Republicans and the White House branded it 
a tax increase. 

The Senate version, which includes a new 
$5.1 billion fund that farmers could tap when 
hit by weather losses, would be financed in 
part by a different set of measures clamping 
down on tax-avoidance techniques used by 
business. 

Conner also said the bill contains too little 
reform of subsidies. He said the administra-
tion is dissatisfied that the bill does not 
place stricter limits on subsidy payments to 
rich farmers. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. The title of that ar-
ticle is: ‘‘Bush Vowed to Veto Senate’s 
Farm Bill.’’ 

Before I discuss the specifics of the 
economic substance doctrine, I wish to 
put this revenue raiser in context. We 
have heard a lot about pay-go. That is 
short for pay as you go. If you want to 
spend money, either raise taxes to off-
set it or cut someplace else to offset it. 
Or if you want to cut taxes, raise taxes 
someplace else to pay for it or cut 
spending someplace else to pay for the 
tax decrease. But around here we use 
the term pay-go for short. 

Now, of course, pay-go was in place 
for many years before the current pol-
icy was put into place after a few years 
of absence. The difference is the old 
version of pay-go applied it as a back-
stop to a budget resolution. So if a pro-
posal spent more than the budget per-
mitted and added to the deficit, a pay- 
go point of order was possible. Like-
wise, if a proposal to cut taxes more 
than the amount of the revenue the 
budget assumed would come in, pay-go 
would apply. 

This year Congress is struggling be-
cause a rigid notion of pay-go has ham-
strung the committees—meaning every 
committee of the Congress that proc-
esses revenue or spending policies. The 
rubber has hit the road with pay-go 
here, more so at the end of the session 
than throughout the rest of 2007, and it 
has been a somewhat bumpy road for 
all of us. Of course, I think this road is 
even going to get bumpier as time goes 
on between now and Christmas. 

As everyone knows, Congress has a 
lot of unfinished business. I am going 
to focus on the unfinished tax business. 
I have a chart here I want to point to. 
It is a chart I have used before. This 
chart shows the unfinished tax busi-

ness that has got to come before the 
Congress between now and Christmas. 
It accounts for all the bills we passed 
out of the Finance Committee. It also 
accounts for the expiring provisions 
that are known as tax extenders. The 
biggest item of the revenue loss chart 
is the alternative minimum tax and 
the fix for that alternative minimum 
tax so 19 million additional middle-in-
come taxpayers and their families are 
not paying the AMT. You see all of 
those various aspects listed there sepa-
rately—the 2007 AMT fix, 2008 AMT fix, 
2008 extenders, the Energy bill that has 
already passed the Senate, the airport 
reauthorization bill, and then eventu-
ally we will spend some time on the 
farm bill. But you can see they add up 
to a heck of a lot of money. 

Since we are in the 2008 fiscal year, I 
have included then extenders for 2008 
and also carrying a fix for AMT for not 
only 2007 but 2008. 

This chart accounts for the revenue 
loss from the farm bill package that is 
there at $13 billion. My chart shows the 
revenue loss side as demands on the 
water well there. It is at the top of the 
well in the bucket what the shortfall is 
there. There are a lot of thirsty bills 
that have to be paid for. Those thirsty 
bills carry a revenue loss of $170 billion 
over 5 years. 

I have accounted for the revenue off-
sets. This figure includes all revenue 
raisers proposed by Senate Democrats 
that are specified and scored by the 
nonpartisan Joint Committee on Tax-
ation. That figure includes $32 billion 
from the Finance Committee-approved 
proposals and $29 billion in other pro-
posals. That total is $61 billion. That is 
what we know for sure that has been 
thought up and probably has a great 
deal of support to accomplish. 

This offset figure is calculated from 
the vantage point of the Senate Demo-
cratic leadership. In this total are pro-
posals that House Democrats have op-
posed, such as shutting off the foreign 
subway leasing tax shelter, known as 
SILOS. In this total are proposals that 
most Senate Republicans have opposed, 
such as the reimposition of the Super-
fund taxes. In this total are many pro-
posals that even the Bush administra-
tion has come out against. 

Now with this favorable assumption 
to them, the pay-go advocates in the 
Senate need to know that as we stand 
here today, there is not enough known 
revenue to meet the pay-go require-
ments that are on this chart that obvi-
ously have to be dealt with between 
now and Christmas. In other words, the 
demands on the revenue well are $170 
billion, and the available revenue rais-
ers are only $61 billion. So that is a 
shortfall that is clear there, in the 
middle of the well—a shortfall of $109 
billion. In other words, the revenue 
well is dry. 

Now, $109 billion is a lot of money 
even here in Washington, DC. If the 
proposals are scored over 10 years, that 
shortfall does narrow slightly, from 
$109 billion down to $76 billion, and it is 
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possible that some of the revenue rais-
ers in Chairman RANGEL’s bill may be 
pursued by the Senate Democratic 
leadership. But as it stands now, for 
unfinished tax business alone, by this 
accounting, we cannot meet the re-
quirements that the Senate must meet 
that we call pay-go. 

I point this out because everybody 
has to see this big picture. They seem 
to be missing the big picture on how we 
wrap up our overdue legislative busi-
ness and meet the demands of the new 
pay-go rules. On the farm bill alone, 
my chart treats the farm bill as fully 
offset. My chart is created from the 
perspective of the Senate Democratic 
leadership, and so it shows the farm 
bill as offset. That is the way it is as it 
came out of the Senate Finance Com-
mittee. 

The problem is that President Bush’s 
opposition to the key revenue raiser is 
not accounted for in this chart. Presi-
dent Bush’s position does matter. His 
opposition to any revenue raiser, but 
specifically this one, would have to be 
overcome with a veto override. As my 
friends and the Democratic leadership 
know, that happens to be a very tough 
hurdle, as we have found out, for in-
stance, on the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program recently before the 
House of Representatives. 

My point is it is time to get practical 
around here. This chart of the water 
well shows that as we sit here today, 
looking at it from a Senate Democratic 
leadership perspective, the revenue 
well is dry. To insist on pay-go without 
a sense of realistically available offsets 
is trying to go up a blind alley. I say to 
my Democratic friends: At this late 
point in the legislative session, let us 
focus on what is practical. Let us apply 
the offsets we can agree to and in a 
manner we can agree on. We need to 
get to a posture of what can be agreed 
to by the House, by Senate Repub-
licans, and by the White House. The 
AMT fix is the 800-pound gorilla in this 
discussion. It is $55 billion of the $109 
billion shortfall. It affects 23 million 
families and could affect adversely an-
other 27 million families. The AMT fix 
is long overdue. It needs to be com-
pleted expeditiously. 

To address this important matter 
solely from a pay-go perspective is to 
ignore the realities that it needs to get 
done. Republicans are ready, Repub-
licans are willing, and Republicans are 
able to help get this AMT fix done, and 
done very shortly, but for many rea-
sons I have discussed all year, not at 
the price of offsets. 

I will now go into the reasons why 
clarification of the economic substance 
doctrine is an appropriate revenue rais-
er and why it is basic to this farm bill 
before us, because it is a part of the 
farm bill; and why the President is 
crazy to use that as an excuse for 
vetoing the farm bill. 

The provision made the Finance 
Committee package revenue neutral, 
raising $10 billion over 10 years. But I 
support codification of economic sub-

stance not just to raise revenue—al-
though it does that, and it is important 
that it do that because otherwise we 
would not have our provisions offset, 
according to pay-go. As ranking mem-
ber of the Finance Committee, and 
even when I was chairman in the last 
two Congresses, I have supported codi-
fication of economic substance because 
it is the right policy. This provision is 
an improved version of a provision that 
passed the Finance Committee and the 
full Senate in the last two Congresses. 

The prior version was included in two 
bills passed by the full Senate in the 
109th Congress, twice in the tax rec-
onciliation bill, once in 2005 by a vote 
of 64 to 33, and again in 2006 by a vote 
of 66 to 31. It also passed the full Sen-
ate two times in the 108th Congress, 
once in the 2003 tax bill by a vote of 51 
to 49 and again in the 2004 JOBS bill by 
a vote of 92 to 5. 

This Senate is acquainted with the 
need to codify economic substance for 
us to do our job of making the Tax 
Code understandable so you do not get 
four different circuit courts of appeal 
giving four different definitions to eco-
nomic substance. We ought to have one 
national policy on what is economic 
substance. Codifying it will clarify the 
test. It is a conjunctiva test requiring 
both a meaningful change in economic 
position and a business purpose, inde-
pendent of Federal taxes. The courts 
are split on whether a transaction 
must have both economic substance as 
well as business purpose. This will give 
courts, then, a uniform doctrine to 
apply to noneconomic transactions 
that are inappropriately motivated 
solely to avoid Federal taxes—in other 
words, closing loopholes. 

It will also ensure that a court will 
not overturn the doctrine, as a trial 
judge did in what is called the Coltec 
case, saying: 

The use of the economic substance doc-
trine to trump the mere compliance with the 
Code would violate the separation of powers. 

That judge—I don’t have to say that 
judge was crazy because the court of 
appeals reversed that judge’s decision. 
But I am still concerned that another 
strict constructionist judge might 
reach a similar conclusion. Most im-
portant, codifying the economic sub-
stance doctrine will provide an addi-
tional deterrent against taxpayers en-
tering into transactions solely for tax 
purposes, in ways that are inconsistent 
with congressional intent. 

As I said earlier, this provision is an 
improved version of what has already 
passed the Finance Committee and the 
full Senate more than once. So this 
Senate agrees with economic sub-
stance. But maybe Senators have for-
gotten how they voted 2 and 3 and 
maybe 5 years ago, so I am here to re-
mind them this has been overwhelm-
ingly accepted by the full Senate. 

This improved version has modifica-
tions made in response to concerns of 
taxpayers that codification would 
throw legitimate tax planning into 
question and allow the IRS to sub-

stitute its business judgment for that 
of the taxpayers. I am going to talk 
about those modifications so people un-
derstand, and all these lawyers in this 
town who are concerned about our 
writing this, that they know we have 
taken some of their legitimate con-
cerns into consideration. 

For instance, the strict liability na-
ture of the penalty has been retained in 
order to effectively deter taxpayers 
from entering into tax-motivated 
transactions in unintended ways. In-
deed, according to the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation, the bulk of the 
revenue score is attributable to this 
strict liability penalty—not because 
the IRS will collect the penalty but be-
cause people are going to start obeying 
the law and change their behavior. The 
penalty will alter taxpayer behavior. It 
will cause taxpayers to forego entering 
into noneconomic, tax-motivated 
transactions that Congress never in-
tended. 

We have heard complaints that a 
strict liability penalty will cause IRS 
field agents to overreach and courts to 
be reluctant to apply the doctrine. 
These are serious concerns, and we 
have addressed those concerns by re-
quiring the IRS to nationally coordi-
nate through the Chief Counsel’s Office 
when the penalty is asserted and/or 
when it is compromised. This proce-
dure is similar to a process currently 
used by the IRS to designate cases for 
litigation. 

As a protective measure, taxpayers 
will be permitted to make their case to 
the IRS at the national level before a 
penalty is asserted. Of course, cases in-
volving the economic substance doc-
trine should be going through Chief 
Counsel anyway, and taxpayers cur-
rently have the ability to persuade the 
IRS not to assert a penalty. But be-
cause of the strict liability nature of 
this penalty, it is important to for-
malize this process and move it to a 
higher level of review. 

Getting the Chief Counsel’s Office in-
volved earlier in this controversy will 
help taxpayers and the IRS resolve or 
make litigation decisions regarding tax 
shelters earlier. 

We have also lowered the penalty for 
undisclosed transactions from 40 per-
cent to 30 percent to bring it in line 
with the penalty on undisclosed listed 
transactions. 

The proposal to codify economic sub-
stance has been controversial, even 
though it has passed the Finance Com-
mittee and the full Senate in the last 
two Congresses. Taxpayers and practi-
tioners expressed legitimate concerns 
about it. We have addressed those con-
cerns—maybe not in the way every-
body wants, but I think we have done it 
in a responsible way. 

As a general matter, in my tenure as 
chairman of the Finance Committee 
before we went into the minority this 
year, I am proud to have kept taxes 
down. During my tenure, we enacted 
bipartisan tax relief bills that totaled 
over $2 trillion over 10 years. So for 
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critics who look at any change in the 
Tax Code, regardless of how legitimate 
it is, even regardless of not doing it for 
revenue-raising measures—they look at 
everything and say: You are changing 
the Tax Code; you are raising taxes—I 
am here to tell them on this issue of 
economic substance how ridiculous 
that is. So for the critics of this rev-
enue raiser, I would refer them to my 
record of keeping taxes down. 

By the way, for those on the liberal 
side of the political spectrum, I point 
out, as a percentage of GDP, the Fed-
eral Treasury is taking in a percentage 
that is above the post-World War II av-
erage. 

Codifying the economic substance 
doctrine should be considered on its 
merits. It should not be dismissed be-
cause it scores as a revenue raiser. It 
should not be endorsed either because 
it scores as a revenue raiser. In my 
view, it should be enacted because it is 
the right tax policy. Folks need to take 
off the bean-counting green eyeshades 
and look at the tax policy. 

The same goes for the long overdue 
AMT fix that I have talked about. It is 
not about maximizing Federal reve-
nues. It is about fair taxation for 19 
million middle-income families. 

I am done, Mr. President, but I want 
to digress for one minute for the ben-
efit of faceless bureaucrats down at the 
White House. I want to talk to those 
people who maybe were advising the 
President, and they put it in his veto 
message, that one of the reasons he 
was vetoing the Children’s Health In-
surance Program is because our bill al-
lowed families earning up to $83,000 to 
have their children in a government 
program—when quite obviously most 
people making that kind of income can 
have health insurance. What I have 
said to those very same people who put 
that in the President’s message is it 
was not in our bill; that States could 
do that. That has been in the law for 10 
years. But nobody pointed that out to 
the President. Some stupid person said 
to the President: This bill allows peo-
ple with $83,000 to get it. It didn’t have 
anything to do with that. It was in the 
law for 10 years. 

I want those faceless bureaucrats to 
read why we are doing economic sub-
stance. It is about time Congress does 
its job and the courts don’t do the job 
we are supposed to do. Four circuit 
courts of appeal have defined and found 
fault with various aspects of economic 
substance. They said it is time for Con-
gress to define it. 

Yes, it is a revenue raiser, but it is 
not one of these changes in tax policy 
that is a change in rates of taxation 
that you can legitimately call tax in-
creases. But somebody down there at 
the White House is telling the Presi-
dent this is a tax increase. What we are 
trying to do is do our job. This cannot 
be a reason for vetoing the farm bill. 

If anybody down at the White House 
wants to discuss my rationale for this, 
come up and I will sit down and talk 
with them, or I will even go down there 
if they want to talk about it. 

I yield the floor. I guess nobody else 
wants to speak, so I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, with-
in the past few weeks a series of events 
has occurred that can help shed light 
on how tax relief enacted in the past 7 
years has impacted the budget of the 
United States. On September 27, the 
Senate voted to increase the debt limit 
so the Treasury would be able to bor-
row enough to meet our Nation’s obli-
gations. At the time, I made a state-
ment that this was necessary. The 
proper place to take a stand for fiscal 
responsibility is when we are consid-
ering bills that spend money and actu-
ally create our debt. 

Unfortunately, some of my col-
leagues believe the only answer to our 
budget woes is to increase taxes. But I 
believe this point of view is misguided 
and would prove destructive to our 
budget in the long term. Especially 
over the past 7 years, discussion of an 
increase in debt limit has prompted ex-
citable statements from my colleagues 
across the aisle on the current admin-
istration’s fiscal record. I am sure I do 
not have to say these statements from 
across the aisle have not been positive. 

Another event I want to mention is 
the release on October 5, 2007, of the 
Monthly Budget Review from the Con-
gressional Budget Office. The Congres-
sional Budget Office budget review 
forecasts that the deficit for fiscal year 
2007 would be significantly smaller 
than the deficit for 2006, and then the 
Final Monthly Treasury Statement, 
published by the Treasury Financial 
Management Service, confirmed that. 
According to the U.S. Treasury, the 
Federal deficit for fiscal 2007 was $162.8 
billion. The deficit for 2006, the year 
before, was considerably higher, at 
$248.2 billion. The deficit for 2007 then 
is around $85 billion less than it was 
last year. 

The chart I am going to show you, 
taken from Treasury documents, shows 
how this decrease in the deficit has 
been driven by a 6.7-percent estimated 
increase in total receipts over fiscal 
year 2006. 

If you are determined to show that 
tax relief has led to less revenue from 
the Federal Government, then this 
data is difficult to explain. Of course, 
the conventional criticism offered 
against tax relief was that it was going 
to be directly responsible for massive 
increases in the deficit. This argument 
implies that as a result of tax relief, 
the Federal Government would collect 
less money in taxes. 

On May 23, 2003, the Senate voted to 
agree to a conference report to accom-
pany the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief 

Reconciliation Act of 2003. The vote 
was close. The conference report was 
agreed to only because the Vice Presi-
dent cast the tie-breaking vote in favor 
of the report. Anyone who reviews the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that debate 
would see that the rollcall vote was 
preceded by a very contentious discus-
sion. Many of my colleagues had very 
strong criticism of the bill which, 
among other things, reduced the rates 
for capital gains and dividends. 

Tax policy generally is not seen as 
something that attracts a lot of excite-
ment, but the floor debate of May 23, 
2003, could have given a listener the 
impression the sky was falling. 

This chart of Chicken Little report-
ing that the sky is falling illustrates 
the tone of some of the criticism made 
by my colleagues. 

One Senator claimed: 
The tax base of the Federal Government is 

being destroyed. 

This same Senator referred to the 
bill as: 

One of the most dangerous, destructive and 
dishonorable acts of Government that I have 
ever seen. 

Another one of my colleagues 
claimed that the bill: 

Is about helping the elite few with large 
tax cuts while burdening the majority of 
Americans with huge debt. 

Here again, you see the implication 
that the 2003 tax relief was going to di-
minish revenues collected by the Fed-
eral Government. 

A third colleague claimed: 
This bill I call the policy of the three Ds. 

This is the policy of debt, deficits and de-
cline. 

This comment is especially inter-
esting when examining a statement 
made by this very same Senator on 
September 27 of this year during the 
discussion on increasing the statutory 
limit on the public debt. That same 
Senator said at that time that: 

Revenue has been basically stagnant in 
this country for 6 years. 

According to my colleagues in the 
Congressional Budget Office, revenues 
in 2000 were $2 trillion, just a hair over 
$2 trillion, while revenues in 2007 were 
calculated by the Treasury to be 
around $2.12 trillion, taking into con-
sideration inflation. 

First, I wish to point out that the 
word ‘‘stagnant’’ used by my colleague 
is a far cry from the debt, deficit, and 
decline that tax relief was supposed to 
inflict on this Nation. I am not saying 
we do not have a massive national debt 
fed by successive budget deficits, but 
the specific tax relief enacted in 2003 
and again within the past 7 years is not 
the cause of that. 

As my esteemed colleague pointed 
out, even accounting for inflation, the 
revenues of the Federal Government 
are projected to be greater in 2007 than 
they were in 2000. So this certainly 
shows that our tax base was not gutted 
by tax relief as was so profoundly as-
serted by my colleagues. 

I also would like to say that I do not 
think that $90 billion is a trifling 
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amount of money. Maybe it is to some 
people in some places, but it is cer-
tainly not for us people, for the Iowa 
farmer. 

To offer a different perspective, let’s 
consider this year’s appropriations 
bills. The Democratic leadership wants 
to spend $23 billion more than the 
President’s budget on appropriations. 
That same group is preparing to force a 
showdown with the President over that 
$23 billion. That is one-fourth of the 
amount I am talking about here. So 
when it comes to spending, extra dol-
lars do count, but extra revenue from 
lower levels of taxation is to be belit-
tled no matter what the number might 
be. It just sounds so inconsistent. 

My excitable colleagues here in the 
Senate are not the only ones who pre-
dicted gloom and doom that never 
came because of the tax relief in Au-
gust of 2003. Even the Congressional 
Budget Office published a document ti-
tled ‘‘The Budget and Economic Out-
look: An Update.’’ The bill reducing 
rates on capital gains and dividends 
had become law at the end of May, so 
the Congressional Budget Office was 
able to take tax relief into account as 
they conjured their budget projections. 
This chart right here illustrates the 
discrepancy between what was forecast 
by the Congressional Budget Office in 
the summer of 2003 and what actually 
transpired. You can see the red line ac-
tual figure is way above the blue line 
that was suggested by the Congres-
sional Budget Office. 

In August of 2003, the Congressional 
Budget Office projected that the Fed-
eral Government would collect about 
$1,770 billion in revenue. According to 
the historical budget data—also from 
the CBO—revenue in 2003 was actually 
about $1,783 billion. That difference is 
$13 billion. Now, $13 billion may be pea-
nuts to some people, but I think it is a 
good start. 

In August 2003, the Congressional 
Budget Office projected Federal reve-
nues for 2003 to be $2,276 billion. Actu-
ally in 2003, Federal revenues were 
about $2,407 billion. The Federal Gov-
ernment collected, then, $131 billion 
more in 2006 than was originally fore-
cast in the dark days of 2003, when sev-
eral of my Democratic colleagues 
thought that tax relief was poised to 
destroy our tax base. Revenues actu-
ally collected were higher than pro-
jected when considered as a percentage 
of gross domestic product. 

In August 2003, CBO projected that 
revenues in 2006 would be 18.2 percent 
of GDP. Actual revenues collected in 
2006 were more than that—at 18.4 per-
cent compared to 18.2 percent of GDP. 
In 2005, they were 17.6 percent; in 2004, 
they were 16.3 percent; and in 2003, they 
were 16.5 percent. After a small down-
turn in 2004, Federal revenues, taken in 
proportion, increased faster than the 
GDP. 

Speaking of its 2007 projection, in an 
October 2007 monthly budget revenue, 
CBO states: 

Revenues rose to 18.8 percent of GDP, 
which is slightly higher than the average of 
18.2 percent over the past 40 years. 

Even with lower taxes, the Federal 
Government is collecting, on average, a 
greater percentage of GDP in revenue 
year by year than it has over the past 
four decades. 

Incidentally, in 2003, CBO projected 
that revenues would equal 18.3 percent 
of GDP in 2007. 

Next, I want to compare the 4-year 
period after the 2003 tax relief plan 
went into effect with the 4-year period 
after the tax increases were enacted in 
the Clinton first year, 1993. 

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1993, signed into law by the 
President in August of that year, in-
creased taxes on corporations and indi-
viduals while increasing taxes on gaso-
line and raising the taxable portion of 
Social Security benefits. 

I think this may be counterintuitive 
to some people, especially to those who 
believe that the well-being of our Na-
tion is directly proportional to our 
ability to seize income from taxpayers, 
but as a percentage of GDP, Federal 
revenues increased faster after tax re-
lief than they did after tax increases. 

To set the stage, in 1993, Federal rev-
enues were 17.5 percent of gross domes-
tic product. In 2003, Federal revenues 
were a percent less at 16.5 percent of 
GDP. 

By the way, all of these numbers are 
Congressional Budget Office numbers, 
and until I get to 2007, they are not 
projections. 

If you look at this chart we are now 
putting up, you can see that as a per-
centage of GDP, Federal revenues in-
creased faster in the 4 years after the 
2003 tax relief than they did after the 
1993 tax increase. Let me emphasize 
that. Revenues came in faster after we 
decreased taxes in 2003 than they did 
after 1993 when we increased the taxes. 

For 1997, Federal revenues were 19.3 
percent of GDP. Between 1993 and 1997, 
Federal revenues increased by 1.8 per-
cent of GDP. 

Now, in 2007, Federal revenues are 
projected by the Congressional Budget 
Office to be 18.8 percent of GDP. If this 
is the case, then over the past 4 years, 
Federal revenues will have increased 
by 2.3 percent, and 1.8 percent sub-
tracted from that 2.3 percent leaves 
one-half of a percent. The tax relief en-
acted in 2003 grew Federal revenues by 
one-half of a percentage point more 
than the tax hikes of 1993 in the 4 years 
following each. 

I like to emphasize this because I 
think that it just—too many people see 
it as common sense that if you raise 
tax rates, you are going to bring in 
more revenue; if you lower tax rates, 
you are going to bring in less revenue. 
But I just showed that tax increases 
under Clinton did not bring in as much 
revenue as tax decreases in this admin-
istration. They brought in more rev-
enue. So I would like to disabuse peo-
ple of the fact that increasing rates 
brings in more revenue and decreasing 
rates brings in less revenue. 

What is also important is that as a 
percentage of GDP, revenues were 
higher in 1997 than they will be this 
year. In my opinion, they were too 
high. 

The point that I am making is that 
the rate of change in revenues as a per-
centage of GDP has so far been greater 
after tax relief than after a tax hike. I 
think it is very important, especially 
for those who reflexively believe that 
the only way for the Federal Govern-
ment to raise more money is to con-
fiscate more income from taxpayers. 
Clearly, that view is false. 

To conclude, let me summarize the 
current budget situation. 

Right now, taxes are lower than they 
would have been under Democratic 
rule. I want to make it clear that I am 
not saying that no Democrats sup-
ported any tax relief. Some Democrats 
voted for the 2003 tax relief plan, and 
many more voted for the 2000 tax relief 
plan. However, I am skeptical that a 
Democratic Congress or White House 
would have allowed taxpayers to keep 
so much of their own money. 

The budget deficit is shrinking, and 
Federal revenues are increasing. Any-
one who finds fault with this situation 
is determined to do nothing but simply 
find fault. They would probably be un-
able to enjoy a sunny day because they 
would constantly be on the lookout for 
storm clouds regardless of what the 
forecast said. There is a problem with 
debt and with Federal budget deficits, 
but tax increases are the wrong way to 
approach that problem. 

We have a Federal budget deficit be-
cause the Federal Government spends 
too much money, and the best way to 
get rid of deficits is to spend less. Con-
sequently, raising taxes makes the sit-
uation worse by punishing the overall 
economy and making conditions more 
difficult for the economy—the source 
of Federal revenues—to function effi-
ciently. We have to remember that our 
economy supports the Government and 
not the other way around. The budget 
data I have discussed today shows how 
we can increase revenues and reduce 
deficits by removing impediments to 
economic efficiency and allowing our 
economy to flourish. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SALAZAR.) The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I appreciate 
everyone’s patience. The Republican 
leader and I have been doing our best. 
Sometimes it is tough to work through 
the process. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—CONFERENCE REPORT TO 
ACCOMPANY H.R. 3043 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that tomorrow following 
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the joint meeting, when we will hear 
the President of France speak, the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on H.R. 3043, the 
Labor-HHS appropriations bill, if it has 
been received from the House; that 
there be 1 hour for debate divided 
equally among Senators HARKIN, REED 
of Rhode Island, SPECTER, and 
HUTCHISON, and 2 hours for debate 
under the control of the two leaders or 
their designees; that following the use 
or yielding back of time, Senator 
HUTCHISON be recognized to make a 
rule XXVIII scope point of order; that 
Senator HARKIN be recognized to waive 
rule XXVIII, and the Senate then pro-
ceed to debate the motion as under the 
provisions of rule XXVIII; that if the 
point of order is sustained, Senator 
COBURN be recognized to move to sus-
pend the rules, provided it had been 
timely filed; that there then be 30 min-
utes for debate equally divided in the 
usual form; that at the conclusion or 
yielding back of time, the Senate vote, 
without any intervening action, on his 
motion to suspend the rules; that if the 
motion to suspend is adopted, Senator 
COBURN’s amendment be agreed to and 
the Senate proceed to concur as stated 
below; that if his motion fails, then the 
Senate, without any intervening action 
or debate, vote immediately on the mo-
tion to recede and concur with the fur-
ther amendment as under the rule; 
that if the motion to waive is success-
ful, the Senate then vote on Thursday, 
November 8, on cloture on the con-
ference report as if it had been filed on 
Tuesday, November 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

REAL ID ACT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, when the 
REAL ID Act was added to an emer-
gency supplemental spending bill in 
2005, with little debate or foresight, I 
believed that Congress had made a mis-
take. I was not alone, and since that 
time 38 States have either introduced 
or passed legislation opposing the law. 
Seventeen States have enacted laws in 
opposition. I have joined Senators 
AKAKA, SUNUNU, TESTER, BAUCUS, and 
ALEXANDER in introducing legislation 
to repeal the driver’s license provisions 
of the law and to replace them with the 
negotiated rulemaking process that 
had been originally enacted in the 2004 
Intelligence Reform and Terrorist Pre-
vention Act. That bill, which REAL ID 
superseded, was intended to improve 
the security of State driver’s licenses 
through a cooperative partnership with 
the States and the private sector. 

The Judiciary Committee held a 
hearing on May 8 of this year to exam-
ine whether the REAL ID Act is actu-
ally an effective way to improve our se-
curity. I agreed with many at the hear-
ing who argued that the REAL ID Act 
was not an effective way to improve 

identity security, and the sacrifices 
Americans would be compelled to make 
in their personal privacy were unac-
ceptable. All agreed more could and 
should be done to ensure the integrity 
of identification documents, but many 
cautioned that the REAL ID Act is not 
the most effective way to do it. 

Opposition to the REAL ID Act has 
been bipartisan and widespread among 
the States and many Federal law-
makers. In addition to the enormous fi-
nancial burdens placed on the States, 
the law raises serious privacy concerns 
about the Federal Government’s inter-
ference in a responsibility tradition-
ally left to the State. Proponents of 
the law proclaim it is not a national ID 
card. But when the Federal Govern-
ment begins directing how a State 
driver’s license is issued, what charac-
teristics the card must have, and con-
ditioning access to Federal buildings 
and airplanes on possession of a REAL 
ID card, it is difficult to think this is 
anything but the first, big step toward 
a national identification card that so 
many Americans oppose. 

But the reality of the dissatisfaction 
among the American people is catching 
up with the administration. The Wash-
ington Post recently reported that Sec-
retary Chertoff is expected to announce 
yet another delay for REAL ID’s imple-
mentation deadline. Secretary Chertoff 
previously waived the May 2008 compli-
ance deadline and set a new target of 
2013 for nationwide compliance. Now 
Secretary Chertoff will reportedly ex-
tend this date to 2018 for drivers who 
are older than 40 or 50, and officials 
have said the Government will not bar 
those not possessing a REAL ID license 
from Federal facilities and airplanes. 

Despite being faced with determined 
opposition from the States and many 
Members of Congress, the administra-
tion still refuses to reconsider imple-
mentation of the law and is ignoring 
the pleas of the States. Without buy-in 
from the States and the American peo-
ple, this program is doomed to failure. 
Delaying the inevitable by pushing 
back deadlines is not the way we will 
improve identity security. Had the ne-
gotiated rulemaking provisions en-
acted in the 2004 Intelligence Reform 
and Terrorist Prevention Act been left 
intact, meaningful identity security 
improvements could already be under-
way. Unfortunately, instead of address-
ing the fundamental problems this law 
poses for the States, the administra-
tion appears content merely to prolong 
a contentious and unproductive battle 
to force the States to comply. Rather 
than improved security, this course 
will result in resentment, litigation, 
and enormous costs that States will be 
forced to absorb. The administration 
would do much better to treat the 
States as partners and forgo the pater-
nalistic mandates that the American 
people are rejecting. That spirit of co-
operation would result in much greater 
security than the administration’s go- 
it-alone strategy to force compliance 
with another ill-conceived policy. 

Like the Western Hemisphere Travel 
Initiative, the REAL ID Act represents 
precisely the big-government inter-
ference the President’s party claims to 
dislike. The American people are de-
manding that the Federal Government 
take a second look at the wisdom of 
charging ahead with a national ID 
card, and the administration ought to 
listen carefully to what many have 
been saying since this law was enacted, 
before more time is wasted trying to 
force this unpopular and cumbersome 
law on the citizens of the United 
States. I welcome all Senators to join 
me and the other cosponsors of S. 717 
in rejecting the burdensome mandates 
of REAL ID and advocating for a better 
system of securing our fundamental 
identification documents. 

f 

HATE CRIMES, BIGOTRY AND 
ANTI-SEMITISM 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, today I 
attended a hearing of the Helsinki 
Commission on the increase in anti- 
Semitism and extremist political par-
ties in Europe. 

I take a deep interest in hate crimes, 
bigotry, and anti-Semitism. In our so-
ciety, these issues are mostly re-
stricted to the political fringe. Nobody 
in this country would gain widespread 
electoral support for the formation of 
an explicitly racist party. We are per-
haps unique in that respect. In Europe, 
these parties are not only formed— 
they are prospering. 

Today’s hearing did much to high-
light the rise of bigotry and discrimi-
nation in Europe. A number of experi-
enced witnesses from the U.N., execu-
tive branch, and nonprofit sector de-
scribed the political situation in Eu-
rope today, and it is alarming. Across 
the continent, extremist groups are pa-
rading openly and gaining support. In 
Russia, two thousand supporters of a 
fascist organization rallied on Novem-
ber 4, the country’s National Day, to 
shout xenophobic and anti-Semitic slo-
gans. Many gave the Hitler salute. This 
in Russia, which suffered more from 
the aggression of Nazism than perhaps 
any other nation in the world. 

In Hungary last month, 600 people 
were sworn in as new members of the 
extremist, paramilitary ‘‘Hungarian 
Guard,’’ wearing uniforms similar to 
those of the World War II fascist gov-
ernment. By its own account, the 
Guard has thousands of applications to 
join its ranks, at a time when the 
elected Hungarian government is al-
ready unpopular because of its previous 
deceptive election campaign. This crit-
icism led to widespread street violence 
last year, creating a tense environment 
ripe for radicalization. The Hungarian 
Guard is supported by the rightwing 
political party Jobbik, which is small 
but virulent. The Prime Minister of 
Hungary likened the formation of the 
Hungarian Guard to the increasing in-
fluence of Brownshirts in Hitler’s Ger-
many, a comparison which seems to 
me—at least at an early stage—to be 
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apt. The Jewish community in Hun-
gary is understandably wary of its new 
Guard, and I feel it is incumbent upon 
all of us to watch future events in that 
country closely. 

But it is not just the fringe organiza-
tions which are growing in popularity; 
inch by inch, more moderate groups 
with the similar tenets are moving to 
the mainstream. Last month, the 
somewhat xenophobic Swiss People’s 
Party, SVP, romped to significant suc-
cess in Switzerland’s national election. 
Perhaps this should not be cause for 
excessive alarm. After all, Switzerland 
has a highly developed political sys-
tem, with a republican tradition dating 
back hundreds of years. These people 
are also not marginalized discontents 
with a perennial grudge on their shoul-
der; indeed, they seem to address sev-
eral issues about which the average 
Swiss citizen is concerned. But if there 
is not cause for alarm, there is cer-
tainly cause for unease. One reason is 
an election poster used by the SVP, de-
picting a white sheep kicking a black 
sheep off of the flag of Switzerland. Be-
cause of its racial overtones, the U.N. 
has already condemned the poster, 
though the SVP claimed during the 
campaign the poster was not racist. 
Perhaps. 

I do not believe that the SVP are a 
fascist party, as some of its critics al-
lege. However, its success is indicative 
of a potentially ugly mood across the 
Atlantic, as Europeans born into wel-
fare state luxury are unsure how 
globalization and the mobility of cap-
ital will affect their economic birth-
right. In uncertain economic times, op-
probrium then falls easily on tradi-
tional scapegoats; Jews, gypsies, and 
other minorities. It is critical for the 
Europeans to remember that these mi-
norities are no less citizens for being 
different. They lead law-abiding lives, 
pay their taxes, and serve in the mili-
tary. It does not thus stand to reason 
that European societies can treat them 
eternally as second-class citizens. 

Groups like the Hungarian Guard 
would likely protest that their rigid 
stance is only aimed at those who be-
come illegal, who commit crimes or 
threaten Hungary’s law-and-order. But 
given the heated rhetoric on this issue, 
and the current torrid geopolitical cli-
mate, the status of minorities, particu-
larly Jews and Muslims, in Western 
countries is an issue which needs to be 
tackled carefully. Many of the current 
challenges facing the world are rooted 
in the Middle Eastern and Islamic na-
tions, and it would be foolish to place 
lives in jeopardy over election-day 
rhetoric. 

Coincidental with rise of the Hun-
garian Guard and its ilk, there is an-
other factor I find particularly trou-
bling: the increase in overall anti-Sem-
itism in Europe. This has several pos-
sible causes, and I certainly do not 
want to lay the blame solely on the 
shoulders of rightwing extremists. Pas-
sions arising from the Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict surely play a part, espe-

cially considering the large Muslim 
population in these countries. But it 
does seem true that there is still a 
strain of the old European anti-Semi-
tism running through the Hungarian 
Guard, Russian fascists, and their like, 
a disturbing taint which has never 
quite vanished from European political 
culture. 

Anti-Semitic violence was one of the 
terrible specters of the last century. 
After the Second World War, Euro-
peans made a solemn commitment 
never to let such hatred loose again on 
their citizens of Jewish faith. Despite 
neo-Nazi movements in several coun-
tries, the European commitment to 
this resolution has been impressive. It 
is equally important to remember, 
however, just how recently was the 
Holocaust. The slaughter was ended 62 
years ago, and many still live who were 
caught in its vice. In the breadth of 
human existence, 62 years is barely a 
lifetime. So I strongly believe it is nec-
essary, even as extremist parties be-
come increasingly visible, that respon-
sible leaders recommit themselves to 
the eradication of anti-Semitism in 
their realms. 

Uncertain times often lead men to 
seek the simplest solutions, the ele-
ments of their national culture with 
which they are the most comfortable. 
Two of these traditions are, unfortu-
nately, extremist nationalism and 
anti-Semitism. Given the history of 
Europe, each nation should redouble its 
efforts to make peace with those in 
their ranks who are different. And it is 
also up to Europe to ensure that when 
they say ‘‘never again,’’ they mean it. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I 

rise to pay tribute to 35 young Ameri-
cans who have been killed in Iraq since 
July 23, 2007. This brings to 812 the 
number of soldiers who were either 
from California or based in California 
that have been killed while serving our 
country in Iraq. This represents 21 per-
cent of all U.S. deaths in Iraq. 

Hospitalman Daniel S. Noble, 21, died 
July 24, as a result of enemy action 
while conducting security operations 
in the Dilaya Province of Iraq. 
Hospitalman Noble was permanently 
assigned to 1st Marine Division, Fleet 
Marine Force Pacific, Camp Pendleton, 
CA. He was from Whittier, CA. 

SSG Joshua P. Mattero, 29, died on 
July 24, in Baqubah, Iraq, when an im-
provised explosive device detonated 
near his patrol. Staff Sergeant Mattero 
was assigned to the 725th Ordnance 
Company, 63rd Ordnance Battalion, 
52nd Ordnance Group, Fort Drum, NY. 
He was from San Diego, CA. 

CPL Matthew R. Zindars, 21, died 
July 24, while conducting combat oper-
ations in the Diyala province of Iraq. 
Corporal Zandars was assigned to 2nd 
Battalion, 11th Marine Regiment, 1st 
Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

SPC Jaime Rodriguez, Jr., 19, died 
July 26, in Saqlawiyah, Iraq of wounds 

sustained when an improvised explo-
sive device detonated near his vehicle. 
Specialist Rodriguez was assigned to 
the 5th Squadron, 7th Cavalry Regi-
ment, 1st Brigade Combat Team, 3rd 
Infantry Division, Fort Stewart, GA. 
He was from Oxnard, CA. 

CPL Sean A. Stokes, 24, died July 30, 
from wounds suffered while conducting 
combat operations in the Al Anbar 
province of Iraq. Corporal Stokes was 
assigned to 3rd Battalion, 1st Marine 
Regiment, 1st Marine Division, I Ma-
rine Expeditionary Force, Camp Pen-
dleton, CA. He was from Auburn, CA. 

SPC Daniel F. Reyes, 24, died July 31, 
in Tunis, Iraq, of wounds suffered from 
enemy indirect fire. Specialist Reyes 
was assigned to the 2nd Battalion, 
377th Parachute Field Artillery Regi-
ment, 4th Brigade Combat Team, Air-
borne, 25th Infantry Division, Fort 
Richardson, AK. He was from San 
Diego, CA. 

LCpl Cristian Vasquez, 20, died Au-
gust 2, from wounds suffered while con-
ducting combat operations in the Al 
Anbar province of Iraq. Lance Corporal 
Vasquez was assigned to 1st Light Ar-
mored Reconnaissance Battalion, 1st 
Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. He 
was from Coalinga, CA. 

SGT Jon E. Bonnell Jr., 22, died Au-
gust 7, from wounds suffered while con-
ducting combat operations in the Al 
Anbar province of Iraq. Sergeant 
Bonnell was assigned to 1st Battalion, 
11th Marine Regiment, 1st Marine Divi-
sion, I Marine Expeditionary Force, 
Camp Pendleton, CA. 

SGT Michael E. Tayaotao, 27, died 
August 9, from wounds suffered while 
conducting combat operations in the 
Al Anbar province of Iraq. Sergeant 
Tayaotao was assigned to 7th Engineer 
Support Battalion, 1st Marine Logis-
tics Group, I Marine Expeditionary 
Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. He was 
from Sunnyvale, CA. 

SSG Sean P. Fisher, 29, died August 
14, in Al Taqqadum, Iraq, of injuries 
suffered when his helicopter crashed. 
Staff Sergeant Fisher was assigned to 
the 1st Battalion, 52nd Aviation Regi-
ment, Task Force 49, Fort Wainwright, 
AK. He was from Santee, CA. 

SGT Matthew L. Tallman, 30, died 
August 22, in Multaka, Iraq, of injuries 
suffered when his helicopter crashed. 
Sergeant Tallman was assigned to the 
4th Squadron, 6th U.S. Air Cavalry 
Regiment, Fort Lewis, WA. He was 
from Groveland, CA. 

SSG Jason L. Paton, 25, died August 
22, in Multaka, Iraq, of injuries suf-
fered when his helicopter crashed. Staff 
Sergeant Paton was assigned to the 2nd 
Battalion, 35th Infantry Regiment, 3rd 
Infantry Brigade Combat Team, 25th 
Infantry Division, Schofield Barracks, 
HI. He was from Poway, CA. 

CPL Nathan C. Hubbard, 21, died Au-
gust 22, in Multaka, Iraq, of injuries 
suffered when his helicopter crashed. 
Corporal Hubbard was assigned to the 
2nd Battalion, 35th Infantry Regiment, 
3rd Infantry Brigade Combat Team, 
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25th Infantry Division, Schofield Bar-
racks, HI. He was from Clovis, CA. 

LCpl Matthew S. Medlicott, 21, died 
August 25, from wounds suffered while 
conducting combat operations in the 
Al Anbar province of Iraq. Lance Cor-
poral Medlicott was assigned to 1st 
Battalion, 1st Marine Regiment, 1st 
Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

LCpl Rogelio A. Ramirez, 21, died Au-
gust 26, while conducting combat oper-
ations in the Al Anbar province of Iraq. 
Lance Corporal Ramirez was assigned 
to 1st Battalion, 1st Marine Regiment, 
1st Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. He 
was from Pasadena, CA. 

CPL John C. Tanner, 21, died August 
29, while conducting combat operations 
in the Al Anbar province of Iraq. Cor-
poral Tanner was assigned to 3rd As-
sault Amphibian Battalion 1st Marine 
Division, I Marine Expeditionary 
Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

SGT Michael J. Yarbrough, 24, died 
September 6, while conducting combat 
operations in the Al Anbar province of 
Iraq. Sergeant Yarbrough was assigned 
to 3rd Assault Amphibian Battalion, 
1st Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

SSG John C. Stock, 26, died Sep-
tember 6, while conducting combat op-
erations in the Al Anbar province of 
Iraq. Staff Sergeant Stock was as-
signed to 3rd Assault Amphibian Bat-
talion, 1st Marine Division, I Marine 
Expeditionary Force, Camp Pendleton, 
CA. 

CPL Bryan J. Scripsick, 22, died Sep-
tember 6, while conducting combat op-
erations in the Al Anbar province of 
Iraq. Corporal Scripsick was assigned 
to 3rd Assault Amphibian Battalion, 
1st Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

CPL Christopher L. Poole Jr., 22, died 
September 6, while conducting combat 
operations in the Al Anbar province of 
Iraq. Corporal Poole was assigned to 
3rd Assault Amphibian Battalion, 1st 
Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

SPC Marisol Heredia, 19, died on Sep-
tember 7, at Brooke Army Medical 
Center, Fort Sam Houston, TX, of inju-
ries sustained on July 18, in Baghdad, 
Iraq, from a non-combat related inci-
dent. Specialist Heredia was assigned 
to the 15th Brigade Support Battalion, 
1st Cavalry Division, Fort Hood, TX. 
She was from El Monte, CA. 

CAPT Drew N. Jensen, 27, died Sep-
tember 7, in Seattle of wounds suffered 
when insurgents attacked his unit 
using small arms fire during combat 
operations May 7 in Ba’qubah, Iraq. 
Captain Jensen was assigned to the 5th 
Battalion, 20th Infantry Regiment, 3rd 
Brigade, 2nd Infantry Division (Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team), Fort Lewis, 
WA. He was from Clackamas, CA. 

LCpl Lance M. Clark, 21, died Sep-
tember 7, from a non-hostile incident 
in the Al Anbar province of Iraq. He 
was assigned to 1st Battalion, 1st Ma-
rine Regiment, 1st Marine Division, I 

Marine Expeditionary Force, Camp 
Pendleton, CA. 

CPL Carlos E. Gilorozco, 23, died Sep-
tember 10, while conducting combat op-
erations in the Al Anbar province of 
Iraq. Corporal Gilorozco was assigned 
to 2nd Battalion, 9th Marine Regiment, 
2nd Marine Division, II Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Lejeune, NC. He 
was from San Jose, CA. 

SPC Nicholas P. Olson, 22, died Sep-
tember 18, in Muqdadiyah, Iraq, of 
wounds sustained when an improvised 
explosive device detonated near his 
unit during combat operations. Spe-
cialist Olson was assigned to the 2nd 
Battalion, 23rd Infantry Regiment, 4th 
Brigade, 2nd Infantry Division, Stryker 
Brigade Combat Team, Fort Lewis, 
WA. He was from Novato, CA. 

CPL Anthony K. Bento, 23, died Sep-
tember 24, in Bayji, Iraq, of injuries 
sustained when his dismounted patrol 
encountered small arms fire. Corporal 
Bento was assigned to A Company, 1st 
Battalion, 505th Parachute Infantry 
Regiment, 82nd Airborne Division, Fort 
Bragg, NC. He was from San Diego, CA. 

SGT Robert T. Ayres III, 23, died on 
September 29, in Baghdad, Iraq, of inju-
ries sustained when he encountered 
small arms fire while on dismounted 
patrol. Sergeant Ayres was assigned to 
A Company, 3rd Squadron, 2nd Stryker 
Cavalry Regiment, 1st Armored Divi-
sion, Vilseck, Germany. He was from 
Los Angeles, CA. 

SPC Avealalo Milo, 23, died October 
4, in Baghdad, Iraq, of wounds suffered 
when insurgents attacked his unit 
using small arms fire. Specialist Milo 
was assigned to the 2nd Squadron, 2nd 
Stryker Cavalry Regiment, 2nd 
Stryker Brigade Combat Team, 1st Ar-
mored Division, Vilseck, Germany. He 
was from Hayward, CA. 

LCpl Jeremy W. Burris, 22, died Octo-
ber 8, while conducting combat oper-
ations in Al Anbar province, Iraq. 
Lance Corporal Burris was assigned to 
1st Battalion, 4th Marine Regiment, 1st 
Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. 

CPL Gilberto A. Meza, 21, died Octo-
ber 6, in Baghdad, Iraq, of wounds sus-
tained when an improvised explosive 
device detonated near his unit. Cor-
poral Meza was assigned to the 3rd 
Squadron, 2nd Stryker Cavalry Regi-
ment, Vilseck, Germany. He was from 
Oxnard, CA. 

SPC Frank L. Cady III, 20, died on 
October 10, in Baghdad, Iraq, when his 
vehicle overturned. Specialist Cady 
was assigned to B Company, 4th Bri-
gade Special Troops Battalion, 1st In-
fantry Division, Fort Riley, KS. He was 
from Sacramento, CA. 

SPC Vincent A. Madero, 22, died Oc-
tober 17, in Balad, Iraq, of wounds suf-
fered when an improvised explosive de-
vice detonated near his vehicle. Spe-
cialist Madero was assigned to 2nd Bat-
talion, 82nd Field Artillery Regiment, 
3rd Brigade Combat Team, 1st Cavalry 
Division, Fort Hood, TX. He was from 
Port Hueneme, CA. 

CPL Erik T. Garoutte, 22, died Octo-
ber 19, in Baghdad, Iraq. Corporal 

Garoutte was assigned to 1st Fleet 
Anti-terrorism Security Team Com-
pany, Marine Corps Security Force 
Battalion, II Marine Expeditionary 
Force, Norfolk, VA. He was from San-
tee, CA. 

SPC Wayne M. Geiger, 23, died Octo-
ber 18, in Baghdad, Iraq, of wounds sus-
tained when an improvised explosive 
device detonated near his vehicle. Spe-
cialist Geiger was assigned to 3rd 
Squadron, 2nd Stryker Cavalry Regi-
ment, Vilseck, Germany. He was from 
Lone Pine, CA. 

SSG David A. Wieger, 28, died No-
vember 1, near Balad Air Base, Iraq, of 
wounds suffered from an improvised ex-
plosive device. Staff Sergeant Weiger 
was a special agent with the Air Force 
Office of Special Investigations and 
was assigned to Detachment 303, Travis 
Air Force Base, CA. 

I would also like to pay tribute to 
the five soldiers from California who 
have died while serving our country in 
Operation Enduring Freedom since 
July 23. 

SGT Travon T. Johnson, 29, died on 
July 23, in the Sarobi District of Af-
ghanistan of injuries sustained when 
an improvised explosive device deto-
nated near his mounted patrol. Ser-
geant Johnson was assigned to the 1st 
Battalion, 503rd Infantry Regiment, 
173rd Airborne Brigade, Caserma 
Ederle, Italy. He was from Palmdale, 
CA. 

MSG Patrick D. Magnani, 38, died 
September 4, near Bagram, Afghani-
stan, in a non-combat related incident. 
Master Sergeant Magnani was assigned 
to the 31st Medical Support Squadron, 
Aviano Air Base, Italy. He was from 
Martinez, CA. 

CPL Travis M. Woods, 21, died Sep-
tember 9, from wounds suffered while 
conducting combat operations in the 
Northern Helmand province of Afghani-
stan. Corporal Woods was assigned to 
3rd Battalion, 1st Marine Regiment, 1st 
Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, Camp Pendleton, CA. He 
was from Redding, CA. 

PFC Mathew D. Taylor, 21, died Sep-
tember 26, in San Antonio of wounds 
sustained when an improvised explo-
sive device detonated near his vehicle 
July 23, in the Sarobi District of Af-
ghanistan. Private First Class Taylor 
was assigned to the 1st Battalion, Air-
borne, 503rd Infantry Regiment, 173rd 
Airborne Brigade Combat Team, 
Vicenza, Italy. He was from Cameron 
Park, CA. 

SSG Joseph F. Curreri, 27, died Octo-
ber 27, in Siet, Lake Jolo Island, Phil-
ippines, from injuries sustained in a 
non-combat related incident. Staff Ser-
geant Curreri was assigned to the 2nd 
Battalion, 1st Special Forces Group, 
Airborne, Fort Lewis, WA. He was from 
Los Angeles, CA. 

f 

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, as 
chairwoman of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Commerce, Justice, 
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Science, and Related Agencies, I rise 
today to notify the Senate that I spon-
sored an amendment to H.R. 3093, the 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act that 
provided $3 million in funding for 
Teach for America, headquartered in 
New York, NY, to improve science, 
technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics education. 

f 

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD an excerpt from the re-
marks by President George W. Bush at 
the Presidential Medal of Freedom 
presentation at the White House on No-
vember 5, 2007, honoring Harper Lee of 
Monroeville, AL. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Good morning. Laura and I are 
thrilled to welcome you to the White 
House. We welcome the members of 
Congress, the members of the Cabinet, 
and other distinguished guests. It’s an 
honor to be with the Medal of Freedom 
recipients, as well as their family 
members and friends. We’re sure glad 
you’re here. 

The Medal of Freedom is the highest 
civil honor that a President can be-
stow. By an executive order of John F. 
Kennedy, the medal is designed to rec-
ognize great contributions to national 
security, the cause of peace and free-
dom, science, the arts, literature, and 
many other fields. The eight men and 
women came to this distinction by 
very different paths. Each of them, by 
effort and by character, has earned the 
respect of the American people, and 
holds a unique place in the story of our 
time. 

The story of an old order, and the 
glimmers of humanity that would one 
day overtake it, was unforgettably told 
in a book by Miss Harper Lee. Soon 
after its publication a reviewer said 
this: ‘‘A hundred pounds of sermons on 
tolerance, or an equal measure of in-
vective deploring the lack of it, will 
weigh far less in the scale of enlighten-
ment than a mere 18 ounces of a new 
fiction bearing the title To Kill a 
Mockingbird.’’ 

Given her legendary stature as a nov-
elist, you may be surprised to learn 
that Harper Lee, early in her career, 
was an airline reservation clerk. Fortu-
nately for all of us, she didn’t stick to 
writing itineraries. Her beautiful book, 
with its grateful prose and memorable 
characters, became one of the biggest- 
selling novels of the 20th century. 

Forty-six years after winning the 
Pulitzer Prize, To Kill a Mockingbird 
still touches and inspires every reader. 
We’re moved by the story of a man 
falsely accused—with old prejudice 
massed against him, and an old sense 
of honor that rises to his defense. We 
learn that courage can be a solitary 
business. As the lawyer Atticus Finch 
tells his daughter, ‘‘before I can live 

with other folks I’ve got to live with 
myself. The one thing that doesn’t 
abide by majority rule is a person’s 
conscience.’’ 

Years after To Kill a Mockingbird 
was put to film, the character of 
Atticus Finch was voted the greatest 
movie hero of all time. It won Gregory 
Peck the Oscar. He was said to believe 
the role ‘‘brought him closest to being 
the kind of man he aspired to be.’’ The 
great actor counted Harper Lee among 
his good friends, and we’re so pleased 
that Gregory Peck’s wife, Veronique, is 
with us today. Thank you for coming. 

One reason To Kill a Mockingbird 
succeeded is the wise and kind heart of 
the author, which comes through on 
every page. This daughter of Monroe-
ville, Alabama had something to say 
about honor, and tolerance, and, most 
of all, love—and it still resonates. Last 
year Harper Lee received an honorary 
doctorate at Notre Dame. As the de-
gree was presented, the graduating 
class rose as one, held up copies of her 
book, and cheered for the author they 
love. 

To Kill a Mockingbird has influenced 
the character of our country for the 
better. It’s been a gift to the entire 
world. As a model of good writing and 
humane sensibility, this book will be 
read and studied forever. And so all of 
us are filled with admiration for a 
great American and a lovely lady 
named Harper Lee. 

Thank you all for coming. I hope 
you’ve enjoyed this ceremony as much 
as I have. May God bless you all. 
Thank you. 

f 

PLAIN LANGUAGE IN GOVERN-
MENT COMMUNICATIONS ACT 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need to write 
government documents in plain lan-
guage. 

This past Sunday, November 4, 2007, 
the Washington Post ran an article en-
titled ‘‘Parsing the Fine Print in Fed-
eral Ads.’’ This article illustrates ex-
actly why the Federal Government 
must begin writing in language that 
the American people can understand. 

The Federal Government has a press-
ing need to recruit skilled employees. 
Many agencies are understaffed, and 
more than 50 percent of the Federal 
workforce will be eligible to retire in 
the next 5 years. Yet advertisements 
for Federal jobs are described as ‘‘in-
comprehensible,’’ ‘‘opaque,’’ ‘‘dense,’’ 
and ‘‘convoluted.’’ The article quotes 
two different people who have written 
entire books about applying for Fed-
eral jobs, one of whom states that un-
derstanding a Federal job announce-
ment can take hours and likens the 
process to explicating a poem in 
English class. 

It is well known that the Federal hir-
ing process is lengthy and complex. 
Agencies need to look for ways to 
streamline and improve the hiring 
process, especially now that the Fed-
eral government is facing a large num-

ber of retirements. One easy step that 
agencies can take is to write announce-
ments in plain language. 

Writing Federal job announcements 
in plain language would save appli-
cants considerable time and energy 
spent attempting to figure out what a 
job advertisement means. Plain, clear, 
accessible ads are much more likely to 
attract candidates’ attention than 
opaque and incomprehensible ones. By 
writing job ads in plain language, agen-
cies likely would attract more can-
didates with strong qualifications, 
which would go a long way toward ad-
dressing the Federal Government’s 
human capital challenges. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Plain Language in Government Com-
munications Act of 2007, S. 2291, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the article 
from the Washington Post be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 4, 2007] 

PARSING THE FINE PRINT ON FEDERAL ADS 

(By Mary Ellen Slayter) 

Uncle Sam really does want you, even 
though at times it can be hard to figure out 
what exactly he wants you to do. 

Federal job ads can seem particularly 
opaque to people looking to make the switch 
from the private sector. Or as one wannabe 
fed put it in my online chat recently: ‘‘What 
gives with USAJobs.com? The job descrip-
tions on that site are incomprehensible to a 
person (like me) who hasn’t worked for a 
government agency before. Seriously, they 
don’t make any sense.’’ 

‘‘The federal application process is com-
plex to say the least,’’ said Dennis Damp, au-
thor of The Book of U.S. Government Jobs’’ 
and a retired senior manager for the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Part of that is for 
good reason, he said; the process is designed 
to be fair, judging applicants on the basis of 
their qualifications, without discrimination 
or nepotism. 

Even when you agree that those are com-
mendable goals, the process can be exas-
perating. But those frustrations can be over-
come with a little patience—and by making 
that seemingly dense job ad work for you. 

Damp’s book devotes a chapter to ana-
lyzing the job announcement, breaking it 
down piece by piece and showing applicants 
how to craft an effective résumé based on the 
information given. He said a common mis-
take people make is not reading the whole 
announcement before throwing their hands 
up in bewilderment—though he certainly 
sympathizes with them. ‘‘It’s a ton of data 
that can be very confusing initially. You 
can’t stop at the first paragraph, because if 
you do, you’re probably bypassing positions 
that you’re qualified for.’’ 

He also includes several cross-referenced 
indexes, which can be particularly helpful to 
the truly lost hunter who isn’t sure if he’s 
even looking at the right types of jobs to 
match his private-sector skill set. 

‘‘The announcement gives you so much 
content to use, if we slow down and appre-
ciate what’s in there,’’ said Kathryn 
Kraemer Troutman, author of the ‘‘Federal 
Resume Guidebook’’ and president of the Re-
sume Place, a consulting firm that special-
izes in helping applicants for federal jobs. 

She offers a simple strategy for making 
sense of announcements: Start with the ‘‘du-
ties’’ section. Count the sentences in the 
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paragraph, and separate each one into a 
numbered line. Then read each sentence 
again slowly. Within each sentence, under-
line the key words. 

‘‘Then you will understand the position,’’ 
she said. (This works, but ‘‘simple’’ does not 
mean ‘‘quick.’’ It can easily take hours. If 
you ever had to explicate poems in English 
class, you get the idea.) Do the same thing 
with the ‘‘qualifications’’ section, which will 
probably cover five or six things. ‘‘Those key 
words must be in your résumé,’’ Troutman 
said. ‘‘Don’t be creative.’’ 

Something else to keep in mind: If the 
qualifications don’t make sense to you after 
careful study, perhaps you’re just not quali-
fied. ‘‘Private industry people many times do 
not have the qualifications for federal jobs,’’ 
Troutman said. 

If that’s the case, your work still wasn’t a 
waste. If you dream of a fed job, make ac-
quiring those qualifications your goals, she 
said. ‘‘Make this list your list, taking class-
es, volunteering.’’ 

But lack of qualifications isn’t always the 
problem. Sometimes its just a language bar-
rier—or a cultural one. ‘‘People from the pri-
vate sector can’t understand this language,’’ 
Troutman said. ‘‘They just can’t believe it.’’ 
Others just ‘‘don’t know how to play this 
paper game.’’ 

Max Stier, president of the nonprofit Part-
nership for Public Service, said that job 
seekers need to remember that all federal 
agencies are all different—right down to 
their job ads. 

‘‘A lot of agencies still provide descriptions 
of job openings that are convoluted,’’ he 
said, but not all. ‘‘Some agencies get it. 
Some understand.’’ 

But if you don’t understand, he said, pick 
up the phone and call the agency. Announce-
ments on USAJobs, the government’s pri-
mary avenue for advertising new jobs, in-
clude contact information for the appro-
priate human resources officer. 

‘‘Even in the age of the Web, finding some-
one to speak with can help,’’ Stier said. 

And be patient. ‘‘There are more and more 
good tools out there,’’ he said, ‘‘but obvi-
ously it’s still not a hiring nirvana.’’ 

f 

GLOBAL CHANGE RESEARCH 
IMPROVEMENT ACT 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join with Senator KERRY in 
introducing the Global Change Re-
search Improvement Act of 2007, that 
amends and strengthens the existing 
U.S. climate change research and as-
sessment program that will ultimately 
benefit all of the citizens of our Nation. 
Our intent is to improve upon the basic 
research and products that the Federal 
Government develops on climate 
change and its inherent impacts. We 
believe our legislation would refocus 
the emphasis of the nations’ climate 
change program and fulfill the need for 
relevant information for States, and 
local and nongovernmental decision-
makers. 

In addition, the creation of a new Na-
tional Climate Service within the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, NOAA, will provide cli-
mate change forecasting on a regular 
basis to end-users, and create a perma-
nent network for the delivery of such 
information so that decision makers in 
every city and town, county and State, 
and the Federal Government can make 

timely planning decisions to deal with 
impacts and develop adaptation meth-
odologies. 

The legislation also calls for an Ab-
rupt Climate Change Research Pro-
gram within NOAA—a program I have 
been supporting for at least 5 years 
now—so that scientists can gather 
more knowledge about a change in the 
climate that occurs so rapidly or unex-
pectedly that human or natural sys-
tems have difficulty adapting to the 
change. I am proud to say that my 
alma mater, the University of Maine at 
Orono, has a world renowned abrupt 
climate change research program 
under the direction of Dr. Paul 
Mayewski. He and his colleague Dr. 
George Denton, UMaine Libra Pro-
fessor of Geological Sciences have been 
major contributors to research on ab-
rupt climate change. There is a need 
for a national research program to co-
ordinate and further research on past 
climate shifts so that scientists can 
better predict what future climate 
change holds for our fragile planet. 

The Global Change Research Pro-
gram, GCRP, the country’s climate re-
search and assessment program, was 
established in law by the Global 
Change Research Act of 1990. Consider 
what has happened technologically 
since then, what was generally unheard 
of at that time. We now drive hybrid 
cars, we are tuned into iPods, we use 
hand held blackberries for instant com-
munication, we have much more ad-
vanced and high speed computers for 
modeling and, most importantly for 
our legislation, more comprehensive 
knowledge and understanding of cli-
mate change through 17 more years of 
peer-reviewed scientific research, mon-
itoring, and assessments. Our nation’s 
climate change research program needs 
restructuring so that we can turn that 
knowledge into timely and useful in-
formation for decisionmakers. This is 
exactly what our bill does. 

Unfortunately, the overall GCRP pro-
gram’s budget has been steadily declin-
ing since fiscal year 2004, which is 
alarming since, at the same time, we 
have a growing need, a truly urgent 
need, to better understand and predict 
climate change. Over the past several 
years, independent reports, including a 
review by the National Academy of 
Sciences, have documented weaknesses 
and gaps in the current implementa-
tion of the GCRP. In fact, a Federal 
district court found that the current 
administration had failed to comply 
with the statute’s mandate to provide 
regular assessments of the impacts of 
climate change on critical resources; 
no such assessment has been published 
since October 31, 2000. 

Our legislation makes important 
changes to address these weaknesses 
and gaps, making important changes to 
strengthen the mandate to provide as-
sessments, enabling the GCRP to per-
form critical climate observations and 
research on climate systems; improve 
our ability to predict climate impacts 
at national, regional and local levels; 

and, importantly, to communicate 
those impacts in a timely and useful 
fashion to State and local decision-
makers, resource managers, and other 
stakeholders. 

Back in the 14th century, a Francis-
can friar William of Ocklam came up 
with the principle that has, through 
the ages, been called Occam’s razor. 
The Latin explanation ‘‘entia non sunt 
multiplicanda praeter necessitatem,’’ 
which paraphrased means, ‘‘All things 
being equal, the simplest solution 
tends to be the right one.’’ This is what 
Senator KERRY and I are attempting to 
accomplish with this bill, to simply 
focus rather than to continue to mul-
tiply and to dilute how our climate 
change research programs are cur-
rently carried out with no real usable 
information for the decisionmakers 
who must deal with the problems of 
global warming. We hope our col-
leagues agree with these necessary im-
provements and will join us with their 
support. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DON DIXON 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, it is with 

mixed emotions that I bid farewell to a 
longtime member of my staff but, more 
importantly, a trusted friend of many 
years. Don Dixon has served as my 
State director of agriculture for the 
past 12 years. His service has been ex-
emplary; nothing less can be imagined 
from Don—he is a man of the highest 
character, a man whose honesty, trust-
worthiness, kindness, intelligence, de-
pendability and wisdom are firmly 
rooted in a foundation of humility. He 
came to me with a well-established 
reputation for fairness and extensive 
knowledge of Idaho agriculture. 
Throughout more than a decade of pub-
lic service, I can honestly say that I 
have learned more from him than he 
from me. I have the highest regard for 
Don; he is irreplaceable. Fortunately, 
it is just Senate employment that he is 
leaving, and I get to enjoy his friend-
ship and insight for years to come. 

As a farmer with firsthand knowl-
edge of the challenges faced by pro-
ducers, Don has been reliable counsel 
to the agriculture community, the 
Idaho delegation and others as he has 
worked for sound agriculture policy. 
Don has been recognized for his dedica-
tion to agriculture through awards, 
such as the Governor’s Excellence in 
Agriculture Award and induction in 
the Eastern Idaho Agricultural Hall of 
Fame. It is also nearly impossible to 
find an aspect of Idaho agriculture that 
Don has not been involved with 
through membership of organizations 
and councils, service on boards, and 
continuous outreach. 

In addition to his experience, Don 
brings contagious enthusiasm and en-
ergy to everything he undertakes, and 
serves as not only a strong advocate 
for the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture, but also provides exemplary 
counsel to fellow farmers and ranchers. 
Don’s easy going personality is com-
plemented by a sharp mind and quick 
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wit. Idaho agriculture has benefited in 
incalculable ways from his wisdom, 
wealth of hard-earned knowledge and 
his ability to see the bigger picture 
when it comes to dealing with issues 
important to Idaho’s agriculture com-
munity such as water, land use, grazing 
and animal management, conservation, 
invasive species and community rela-
tions. His has been a voice of reason 
and calm in the sometimes thorny con-
flicts that occur between Federal, 
State and local agriculture regulations 
and issues. Don has been a tireless 
spokesman for Idaho’s growers and 
ranchers, a community leader and a 
good friend to many. It has been an in-
credible honor and a pleasure to have 
him on my staff. Don has taught me 
many things, among them the wisdom 
of a gate wide enough to accommodate 
a tiller, and the vast array of Idaho 
scenery that can be even better appre-
ciated when ‘‘big’’ lost in the Little 
Lost. 

Don has been an essential part of my 
hometown office, in Idaho Falls; as a 
result, I share office space with Don 
when I am home. For most of us, the 
little things that make our offices ours 
say quite a bit about who we are. Don 
keeps a supply of Whoppers in his desk, 
finishes his coffee, cold, in the after-
noons, tracks useful information—what 
Idahoans like to call ‘‘scuttlebutt’’— 
and keeps a dollar bill in his desk 
drawer. He has created many different 
storage options for himself in his of-
fice, has a reputation as a skilled cha-
rades player and color codes activities 
on his calendar. A little light-hearted 
personal work space analysis reveals 
that Don, a whopper of a fellow and 
true to his farming and ranching roots, 
is wisely frugal, keeps informed about 
his community, and is prepared for any 
emergency. He is creative, inventive 
and works hard to keep his friendships 
colorful, nurtured and long-lasting. 

I want to thank Don for his many 
years of service, and thank his wife 
Georgia for her support as he has 
worked for me. The schedule isn’t al-
ways the most family-friendly, and she, 
like Don, has braved it with a sense of 
humor and patience. 

He has served Idahoans with excel-
lence, and, as he takes the helm of the 
Idaho State Farm Services Agency, his 
knowledge, character and wisdom will 
continue to serve Idaho agriculture. I 
will miss him on my staff. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

INDIANA SERVICE LEADERS 
SUMMIT 

∑ Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I wish to 
tell you about a group of extraordinary 
young Hoosiers. On October 27, Na-
tional Make A Difference Day, the fifth 
annual Service Leaders Summit was 
held in Indianapolis to honor high 
school students from across Indiana for 
their service and dedication to their 
communities and hopefully to inspire 

them to continue serving throughout 
their lives. 

The young men and women who were 
honored have answered the call to serv-
ice. Some of them have helped build 
homes, some tutored and mentored 
younger students, and others have 
raised money to support cancer re-
search or feed the hungry. Several of 
the young men and women led service 
projects on their own to address the 
problems in their schools and commu-
nities. Each one of the students spends 
hours making a difference in their 
hometowns. They have impacted the 
lives of countless Hoosiers. 

During the summit, the students 
heard from Hoosier leaders who have 
chosen to dedicate their lives to serv-
ing others. The speakers highlighted 
the five pillars of successful service: in-
spiration, organization, dedication, 
evaluation, and reflection. Following 
the speeches, the students divided into 
groups and participated in service ac-
tivities at different sites throughout 
Indianapolis. 

Robert F. Kennedy once said, ‘‘Some 
men see things as they are and say 
‘Why?’ I dream of things that never 
were and say, ‘Why not?’ ’’ Each one of 
these young men and women has al-
ready asked themselves ‘‘Why not?’’ 
and have worked to make positive 
changes in their communities. They 
represent a new generation of promise 
with the potential to make a real dif-
ference across Indiana and the nation. 

Mr. President, I would like to thank 
each one of the following individuals 
for participating in the summit and for 
their service to their communities: 

Laura Alexander, Kashua Alexander, 
Alex Anspaugh, Alexis Arnold, Chase 
Arthur, Tiffany Aylor, Anne Baenziger, 
Kelsie Ball, Kristin Barnes, Kaitlyn 
Batt, Brittany Bedwell, Adam Bernaix, 
Stephanie Bradley, Andrea Bright, Les-
ley Bright, Margaret Burke, Emily 
Burnworth, Conner Caudill, Libby 
Chang, Joshua Clifford, Ashley 
Clodfelder, Carla Cotton, Victoria 
Cottrell, Adam Crick, Conner 
Cunningham, Katie Day, Brittany 
Dunlavy, Christopher Ellison, Joey 
Etling, Iris Farries, Lyndsey Fisher, 
Riley Fitzpatrick, Eva Flick, Emily 
Friesen, Laura Gadson, Amy Gibson, 
Cody Goshert, Kimberly Gregory, 
Megan Haire, Katie Hawkins, Tim 
Herniak, Shelby Hodge, Cody Hodges, 
Matthew Hollars, Clinton Horine, 
Christopher Horn, Nick Horn, Stacey 
Houmes, Candice Howard-Perry, Kian 
Hudson, Taylor Jenkins, Ashley Jones, 
Lyndsey Kellett, Ericka Kelley, Sarah 
Kelsey, Alison Kocur, George 
Mammarella, Nicholas Marchi, Nicole 
McCann, Kristen McMann, Kandace 
McNeely, Lindsey Meyer, Nicole Mil-
ler, Emily Miller, Dennis Moynihan, 
Kristina Muehr, Benjamin Myers, 
Megan Noonan, Kayla O’Brien, Michael 
Padilla, Carmen Perry, Sarah Polk, 
Shavonda Price, Ravon Price, Chloé 
Pugh, Alexis Rivera, Sable Robinson, 
Rachel Rominger, TaMar Shachaf, 
Emily Shephard, Trevor Shockey, 

Aaron Smith, Jacob Sowers, Parker 
Stevens, Colin Stretch, Tha Sung, Jor-
dan Taylor, Jennifer Thilges, Cami 
Thomas, Jessica Thompson, Vance 
Torres, Alyssa Vermillion, Tiffany 
Vogeler, Noah Wahl, Paul Weller, Mac-
kenzie Williams, Lashaa Williams, 
Becky Wilson, Virginia ‘‘Ginny’’ 
Wright, and Janelle Yaryan. 

I would also like to take a moment 
to express my gratitude to the Indiana 
University Purdue University Indian-
apolis students who took part in the 
summit as well. They are role models 
to younger students, and I am proud to 
recognize their achievements. 

Lauren Bower, Michael Burk, John 
Burkhardt, Molly Childers, Victoria 
Easton, Ashley Fry, Paige Gaydos, 
Sashana Gordon-Jackson, Selene Her-
nandez-Buquer, Loan Hoang, Jordan 
Jenkins, Shani Jones, Whitney Kelly, 
Kyra Kline, David Lane, Janine 
Mullins, Sharee Myricks, Lauren 
Nowlin, Pascal Olame, Olutope 
Omosegbon, Stephanie Pendleton, 
Megan Prather, Tiffany Reed, Kath-
erine Scheller, Eddie Shmukler, Lygia 
Vernon, Channe’l Walters, and Brittani 
Whitmore.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SHERIFF JAMES 
HAYES 

∑ Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today 
I pay tribute to Sheriff James Hayes, 
who passed away on a recent hunting 
trip. Sheriff Hayes’s law enforcement 
career began at the Etowah County 
Sheriff’s Office in 1972 as a deputy sher-
iff. In 1986, he was elected sheriff and 
was subsequently reelected to five 
more terms, distinguishing him as the 
longest-serving sheriff in Etowah Coun-
ty history. He was a graduate of the 
Hokes Bluff High School Class of 1965, 
and a member of the only undefeated 
football team in school history in 1964. 
Sheriff Hayes was a pillar of the law 
enforcement community, not only in 
Etowah County, but in the entire State 
of Alabama and the Nation. In 1994, he 
carried the distinguished title of presi-
dent of the Alabama Sheriff’s Associa-
tion, serving both our State and sher-
iffs across the Nation with distinction. 
In the course of his career, Sheriff 
Hayes served on committees and 
boards throughout Etowah County and 
the State of Alabama. His unfailing 
leadership, and his unwavering love of 
public service, are examples for us all. 

During the course of my Senate ca-
reer, Sheriff Hayes worked closely with 
me and my staff to bring about positive 
change in Alabama. The accomplish-
ment that I am perhaps most grateful 
to Sheriff Hayes for involves his vision 
for an immigration detention facility 
in the State of Alabama. In March of 
1998, Sheriff Hayes started pursuing the 
expansion of the Etowah County De-
tention Facility. He had a vision for a 
long-term contract with the Federal 
Immigration Service, one that would 
increase the bed capacity in the State, 
and one that would serve to ensure 
that Federal immigration laws were 
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more effectively enforced within the 
borders of our State. It is common 
knowledge that without bed space, you 
cannot arrest and deport illegal aliens. 
With the help of our office, he secured 
a 15-year agreement with the Immigra-
tion Service and an $8.4 million expan-
sion grant. This grant added over 300 
detention beds, more than doubling the 
number in the existing facility. 

When the Immigration Service 
turned over control of the facility to 
its New Orleans Field Office after Sep-
tember 11, 2001, Sheriff Hayes further 
demonstrated his commitment to a 
successful immigration enforcement 
system in Alabama by initiating a 
movement to return oversight for the 
Etowah County Federal Detention Fa-
cility to Immigration Services’ At-
lanta Field Office. He firmly believed 
that the beds would be used more effec-
tively under the direction of the At-
lanta Field Office, which was hundreds 
of miles closer and wanted to use the 
facility for short term, instead of long- 
term, immigration detainees. Just 2 
weeks before his death, I received noti-
fication from the Immigration Service 
that his multiple year-long effort was 
not in vain. DHS had fully evaluated 
his position, and had decided to grant 
his request. My office was able to com-
municate the good news that his per-
sistence had been met with success to 
Sheriff Hayes just before his passing. 

I am confident that Sheriff Hayes’ 
diligent efforts over the last several 
years have ensured a more effective 
Federal partnership with law enforce-
ment in Alabama for years to come. As 
I read the recent newspaper articles 
and messages reacting to Sheriff 
Hayes’s death, I was touched to realize 
that the appreciation of Etowah Coun-
ty’s citizens for Sheriff Hayes’s unre-
lenting public service is only surpassed 
by their love for him as a husband, fa-
ther, grandfather, brother and friend 
who will be missed tremendously. Ala-
bama was indeed lucky to claim him as 
one of her own. 

So, in closing, I want to let Sheriff 
Hayes’ family know how much I appre-
ciate his service, his professionalism, 
and his dedication to the people of 
Etowah County and the State of Ala-
bama. I know that words cannot ade-
quately express the loss being felt right 
now in Etowah County, but we can all 
be assured that Etowah County and our 
State are better places because of Sher-
iff Hayes’ leadership. Let his life be a 
example for those of us who continue 
to serve in public office.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. GEORGE V. 
IRONS, JR., M.D. 

∑ Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today 
I commend Dr. George V. Irons, Jr., 
M.D., native Alabamian, for his out-
standing achievements as one of our 
Nation’s foremost cardiologists. 

Dr. Irons has treated the hearts of 
Americans for over five decades. He 
graduated from the Medical College of 
Alabama, earning the highest grades 

ever recorded in the school’s history, 
straight A-plus. Since that time, his 
professional accomplishments have 
been many. 

While at the Medical College of Ala-
bama, he was selected by the American 
Medical Association as one of the top 
two medical students in the nation. 
For his superior scholastic record, 
leadership and service, he won the Stu-
art Graves Award, as the Medical 
School’s top student. 

After military duty as a flight sur-
geon, Captain, U.S. Air Force, intern-
ship and residency, chief resident in 
cardiology, Dr. Irons joined the Duke 
University Medical School Faculty in 
1964, where he was named fellow in car-
diovascular diseases. 

Dr. Irons’ career has truly been nota-
ble. Since 1966, he has been in active 
practice in Charlotte, NC, as the first 
board certified cardiologist in western 
North Carolina. Dr. Irons was Founder 
and is president of Mid-Carolina Cardi-
ology, a premiere coronary care pro-
vider. 

As a high school junior, Irons won 
the prestigious Bausch & Lomb Award, 
as America’s top science student—a na-
tionwide science talent search based on 
competitive examinations sponsored by 
the University of Rochester, NY. As 
the winner, he was offered a substan-
tial scholarship, which he declined, to 
attend Samford University. 

He graduated from Woodlawn High 
School with a perfect academic record, 
first in his class, and served as presi-
dent of the student body. At Howard 
College—now Samford University—he 
continued his course, finishing a rig-
orous 4 year pre-med curriculum in 35 
months with a perfect 3.0—first in his 
class. For his excellence, he was award-
ed the John R. Mott Trophy and as the 
outstanding graduating senior, he won 
the Birmingham Exchange Club Tro-
phy, Danforth Award, and the ODK Na-
tional Leadership Award. He also found 
time to letter in varsity track and win 
the conference championship in his 
event. 

As a distinguished cardiologist, he 
was inducted as fellow into the Amer-
ican College of Cardiology and received 
a special Award of Merit with Citation 
from the National Association of Cardi-
ologists for his distinctive research 
contributions to the science of coro-
nary disease. Only eight physicians 
have been so honored in the Associa-
tion’s history. Dr. Irons’ research has 
been published worldwide in leading 
medical journals. 

This year, Dr. Irons was named one of 
Samford University’s Distinguished 
Alumnus. Samford University is one of 
America’s finest liberal arts univer-
sities, founded and serving in the 
Christian tradition. To be selected Dis-
tinguished Alumnus, the nominee must 
be distinguished in their professional 
career, community and church involve-
ment. 

I would like to commend Dr. Irons, 
achievements, research, and devotion 
to superior patient care. He exhibits 

tremendous dedication to the science 
of coronary disease to provide a better 
life for our citizens through more im-
proved medical technology and treat-
ment. 

I proudly salute Dr. Irons, one of Ala-
bama’s great native sons, for his ex-
traordinary service to medicine and 
this latest honor as a Samford Univer-
sity Distinguished Alumnus.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 4:41 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 2546. An act to designate the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center in 
Asheville, North Carolina, as the ‘‘Charles 
George Department of Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Center’’. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. BYRD). 

At 5:20 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House disagrees to 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 3222) making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; it agrees to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. MURTHA, Mr. 
DICKS, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. MORAN of 
Virginia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
BOYD of Florida, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. OBEY, Mr. 
YOUNG of Florida, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. WICK-
ER, Mr. KINGSTON, and Mr. LEWIS of 
California as managers of the con-
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill and 
joint resolution, without amendment. 

S. 2206. An act to provide technical correc-
tions to Public Law 109–116 (2 U.S.C. 2131a 
note) to extend the time period for the Joint 
Committee on the Library to enter into an 
agreement to obtain a statue of Rosa Parks, 
and for other purposes. 

S.J. Res. 7. Joint resolution providing for 
the reappointment of Roger W. Sant as a cit-
izen regent of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following 
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate: 

H.R. 513. An act to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to enhance 
the protection of credit ratings of members 
of the reserve component who serve on ac-
tive duty in support of a contingency oper-
ation, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1567. An act to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 to provide increased as-
sistance for the prevention, treatment, and 
control of tuberculosis, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 2949. An act to authorize grants to the 
Eurasia Foundation, and for other purposes. 
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The message also announced that the 

House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 60. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for the goals of Veterans 
Educate Today’s Students (VETS) Day, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 513. An act to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to enhance 
the protection of credit ratings of members 
of the reserve component who serve on ac-
tive duty in support of a contingency oper-
ation, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 2949. An act to authorize grants to the 
Eurasia Foundation, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The following concurrent resolution 
was read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 60. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for the goals of Veterans 
Educate Today’s Students (VETS) Day, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 1567. An act to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 to provide increased as-
sistance for the prevention, treatment, and 
control of tuberculosis, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. BAUCUS, from the Committee on 
Finance, without amendment: 

S. 2113. A bill to implement the United 
States-Peru Trade Promotion Agreement. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive report of a 
nomination was submitted:

By Mr. LEAHY for the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

*Michael B. Mukasey, of New York, to be 
Attorney General.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. AKAKA: 
S. 2309. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to clarify the service treatable 

as service engaged in combat with the enemy 
for utilization of non-official evidence for 
proof of service-connection in a combat-re-
lated disease or injury; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. CLINTON (for herself and Mr. 
NELSON of Florida): 

S. 2310. A bill to establish a National Cata-
strophic Risks Consortium and a National 
Homeowners’ Insurance Stabilization Pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
S. 2311. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 

Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for the 
amendment or repeal of monographs, to ex-
pand the Food and Drug Administration’s 
authority to regulate drug advertising, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions . 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 
S. 2312. A bill to amend title VI of the Ele-

mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to provide for State student achieve-
ment contracts; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
HATCH): 

S. 2313. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to enhance efforts to address 
antimicrobial resistance; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. SALAZAR (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 2314. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make geothermal heat 
pump systems eligible for the energy credit 
and the residential energy efficient property 
credit, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Mr. 
SPECTER, Mr. SMITH, Mr. VOINOVICH, 
Mr. BIDEN, Mrs. CLINTON, Ms. MIKUL-
SKI, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. WYDEN, 
and Mr. CASEY): 

S. Res. 367. A resolution commemorating 
the 40th anniversary of the mass movement 
for Soviet Jewish freedom and the 20th anni-
versary of the Freedom Sunday rally for So-
viet Jewry on the National Mall; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, and Mr. STEVENS): 

S. Res. 368. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that, at the 20th Regular 
Meeting of the International Commission on 
the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas, the 
United States should pursue a moratorium 
on the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean 
bluefin tuna fishery to ensure control of the 
fishery and further facilitate recovery of the 
stock, pursue strengthened conservation and 
management measures to facilitate the re-
covery of the Atlantic bluefin tuna, and seek 
a review of compliance by all Nations with 
the International Commission for the Con-
servation of Atlantic Tunas’ conservation 
and management recommendation for Atlan-
tic bluefin tuna and other species, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, and Mrs. LINCOLN): 

S. Res. 369. A resolution designating No-
vember 25, 2007, as ‘‘Drive Safer Sunday’’; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. DOLE (for herself and Mr. NEL-
SON of Florida): 

S. Res. 370. A resolution supporting and en-
couraging greater support for Veterans Day 
each year; considered and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 311 

At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 311, a bill to amend the Horse 
Protection Act to prohibit the ship-
ping, transporting, moving, delivering, 
receiving, possessing, purchasing, sell-
ing, or donation of horses and other 
equines to be slaughtered for human 
consumption, and for other purposes. 

S. 329 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 329, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
coverage for cardiac rehabilitation and 
pulmonary rehabilitation services. 

S. 368 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 368, a bill to amend the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 to enhance the 
COPS ON THE BEAT grant program, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 431 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 431, a bill to require con-
victed sex offenders to register online 
identifiers, and for other purposes. 

S. 714 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
714, a bill to amend the Animal Welfare 
Act to ensure that all dogs and cats 
used by research facilities are obtained 
legally. 

S. 819 
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 819, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to expand tax- 
free distributions from individual re-
tirement accounts for charitable pur-
poses. 

S. 1012 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HAGEL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1012, a bill to amend the Con-
sumer Credit Protection Act to assure 
meaningful disclosures of the terms of 
rental-purchase agreements, including 
disclosures of all costs to consumers 
under such agreements, to provide cer-
tain substantive rights to consumers 
under such agreements, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1239 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1239, a bill to amend the Internal 
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Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the new 
markets tax credit through 2013, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1492 
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1492, a bill to improve the 
quality of federal and state data re-
garding the availability and quality of 
broadband services and to promote the 
deployment of affordable broadband 
services to all parts of the Nation. 

S. 1514 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 

of the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
MENENDEZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1514, a bill to revise and extend pro-
visions under the Garrett Lee Smith 
Memorial Act. 

S. 1661 
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 

names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) and the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1661, a bill to commu-
nicate United States travel policies 
and improve marketing and other ac-
tivities designed to increase travel in 
the United States from abroad. 

S. 1775 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the 

names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1775, a bill to reauthor-
ize the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to ensure that no 
child is left behind. 

S. 1782 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. BYRD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1782, a bill to amend chap-
ter 1 of title 9 of United States Code 
with respect to arbitration. 

S. 1800 
At the request of Mr. BAYH, the name 

of the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1800, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to require emergency con-
traception to be available at all mili-
tary health care treatment facilities. 

S. 1852 
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 

names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1852, a bill to 
designate the Friday after Thanks-
giving of each year as ‘‘Native Amer-
ican Heritage Day’’ in honor of the 
achievements and contributions of Na-
tive Americans to the United States. 

S. 1943 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) and the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. KERRY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1943, a bill to establish 
uniform standards for interrogation 
techniques applicable to individuals 
under the custody or physical control 
of the United States Government. 

S. 2035 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-

kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2035, a bill to maintain 
the free flow of information to the pub-
lic by providing conditions for the fed-
erally compelled disclosure of informa-
tion by certain persons connected with 
the news media. 

S. 2051 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2051, a bill to amend the 
small rural school achievement pro-
gram and the rural and low-income 
school program under part B of title VI 
of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965. 

S. 2053 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2053, a bill to amend part A of 
title I of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 to im-
prove elementary and secondary edu-
cation. 

S. 2119 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from Wy-
oming (Mr. ENZI) and the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. BENNETT) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2119, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins in commemoration of veterans 
who became disabled for life while 
serving in the Armed Forces of the 
United States. 

S. 2123 
At the request of Mr. GREGG, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2123, a bill to provide collec-
tive bargaining rights for public safety 
officers employed by States or their po-
litical subdivisions. 

S. 2140 
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2140, a bill to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to Francis 
Collins, in recognition of his out-
standing contributions and leadership 
in the fields of medicine and genetics. 

S. 2168 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2168, a bill to amend title 
18, United States Code, to enable in-
creased federal prosecution of identity 
theft crimes and to allow for restitu-
tion to victims of identity theft. 

S. 2225 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2225, a bill to amend the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule of the United 
States to clarify the tariff rate for cer-
tain mechanics’ work gloves. 

S. 2238 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 

S. 2238, a bill to amend the National 
Dam Safety Program Act to establish a 
program to provide grant assistance to 
States for the rehabilitation and repair 
of deficient dams. 

S. 2246 

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2246, a bill to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to extend 
eligibility for Federal TRIO programs 
to members of the reserve components 
serving on active duty in support of 
contingency operations. 

S. 2256 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2256, a bill to establish an Of-
fice of International and Domestic 
Product Safety and a Product Safety 
Coordinating Council to improve the 
management, coordination, promotion, 
and oversight of product safety respon-
sibilities, develop a centralized public 
database for product recalls, 
advisories, and alerts, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2257 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2257, a bill to impose sanctions on offi-
cials of the State Peace and Develop-
ment Council in Burma, to amend the 
Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act 
of 2003 to prohibit the importation of 
gemstones and hardwoods from Burma, 
to promote a coordinated international 
effort to restore civilian democratic 
rule to Burma, and for other purposes. 

S. 2262 

At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2262, a bill to authorize the 
Preserve America Program and Save 
America’s Treasures Program, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2275 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2275, a bill to prohibit the 
manufacture, sale, or distribution in 
commerce of certain children’s prod-
ucts and child care articles that con-
tain phthalates, and for other purposes. 

S. 2277 

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2277, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to increase the 
limitation on the issuance of qualified 
veterans’ mortgage bonds for Alaska, 
Oregon, and Wisconsin and to modify 
the definition of qualified veteran. 

S. 2289 

At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2289, a bill to amend chap-
ter 111 of title 28, United States Code, 
to limit the duration of Federal con-
sent decrees to which State and local 
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governments are a party, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2303 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 

of the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
COBURN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2303, a bill to amend section 435(o) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 re-
garding the definition of economic 
hardship. 

S. RES. 299 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 299, a resolu-
tion recognizing the religious and his-
torical significance of the festival of 
Diwali. 

S. RES. 321 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 321, a resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate regarding the 
Israeli-Palestinian peace process. 

S. RES. 356 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 356, a resolution affirming that 
any offensive military action taken 
against Iran must be explicitly ap-
proved by Congress before such action 
may be initiated. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. AKAKA: 
S. 2309. A bill to amend title 38, 

United States Code, to clarify the serv-
ice treatable as service engaged in 
combat with the enemy for utilization 
of non-official evidence for proof of 
service-connection in a combat-related 
disease or injury; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, today I 
introduce the proposed Compensation 
for Combat Veterans Act. This legisla-
tion would remove a barrier to the fair 
adjudication of claims for VA benefits 
filed by veterans who have disabilities 
incurred or aggravated by their mili-
tary service in combat areas. Under ex-
isting law, veterans who can establish 
that they served in combat do not have 
to produce official military records to 
support their claim for disabilities re-
lated to that service. 

At present, some veterans, disabled 
by their service in Iraq and Afghani-
stan as well as those who served earlier 
in Korea and Vietnam, are unable to 
benefit from this liberalizing evi-
dentiary requirement because they 
have difficulty proving personal par-
ticipation in combat by official mili-
tary documents. 

Under an opinion of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs General Counsel, 
VA GC Opinion 12–99, veterans must es-
tablish by official military records or 
decorations that they ‘‘personally par-
ticipated in events constituting an ac-
tual fight or encounter with a military 

foe or hostile unit or instrumentality.’’ 
Oversight visits by Committee staff to 
VA regional offices have found claims 
denied as a result of this policy because 
those who served in combat zones were 
not able to produce official military 
documentation of their personal par-
ticipation in an actual fight. 

Some of these cases include a Marine 
Combat Engineer serving in Iraq who 
encountered IEDs, an Army veteran 
accidently shot in Iraq by a fellow 
servicemember, and an Army Infantry-
man whose records showed participa-
tion in the Tet offensive of 1968, but 
not ‘‘personal participation in an ac-
tual fight.’’ In other cases, extensive 
delays in claims processing occur while 
VA adjudicators attempt to obtain offi-
cial military documents showing that a 
Marine who served in Bagdad or 
Fallujah was personally exposed to 
IEDs. 

The legislation I am introducing 
would overturn the General Counsel 
precedent opinion. I believe that the 
requirement in that opinion is incon-
sistent with the original intent of Con-
gress in liberalizing the requirements 
for proof of service-connection in cases 
involving veterans who served in com-
bat areas. As the Senate noted in 1941, 
in the report on the original bill pro-
viding special consideration for combat 
veterans: 

The absence of an official record of care or 
treatment in many of such cases is readily 
explained by the conditions surrounding the 
service of combat veterans. It was empha-
sized in the hearings that the establishment 
of records of care or treatment of veterans in 
other than combat areas, and particularly in 
the States, was a comparatively simple mat-
ter as compared with the veteran who served 
in combat. Either the veteran attempted to 
carry on despite his disability to avoid hav-
ing a record made lest he might be separated 
from his organization or, as in many cases, 
the records themselves were lost. 

S. Rep. 77–902 to H.R. 4905 at 2. 
While some improvements have been 

made since 1941 in obtaining and main-
taining records in combat areas, record 
keeping and transmittal of records in 
combat areas remains problematic. 

This bill would require that, in cases 
in which the veteran can demonstrate 
service in a recognized combat area 
and alleges disabilities related to that 
service the relaxed evidentiary prin-
ciples intended by the Congress would 
apply, with no requirement for further 
evidence from the veteran regarding 
his or her specific activity. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this measure, so that combat veterans 
of the current conflicts, as well as 
those who served in earlier conflicts, 
can receive the benefits they deserve in 
a timely manner. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 
S. 2312. A bill to amend title VI of the 

Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to provide for State student 
achievement contracts; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
Senators KENNEDY and ENZI have re-

cently said that early in 2008 the Sen-
ate will consider whether to authorize 
No Child Left Behind. 

That law, which was enacted in 2001 
as a part of the regular 5-year reau-
thorization of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act, required every 
State to set standards for math and 
reading and to test each child once a 
year in grades 3 through 8, and once in 
high school, in order to measure their 
progress toward meeting these State 
standards. In addition, the law requires 
States to report the results in a 
disaggregated way, meaning according 
to racial, ethnic, socioeconomic status, 
disability, and limited English pro-
ficiency, report the status of the chil-
dren so it would be clearer whether 
groups of children are being left behind 
in their academic progress. 

So my purpose today is, first, to an-
nounce my support for the reauthoriza-
tion of the No Child Left Behind Act 
but ask that we find a better way to do 
the job of reporting results. We should 
be trying to catch schools doing things 
right rather than seeming to penalize 
them for doing things wrong. 

Second, to introduce legislation pro-
viding for greater flexibility in admin-
istering the law for up to a dozen 
States, if those States agree to main-
tain a high level or increase the rigor 
of the program, their standard-setting 
process, and reporting requirements. 

Third, to express my concerns about 
early drafts and proposals of reauthor-
izing legislation that seem to require 
more Federal control and less State re-
sponsibility for results—the reverse of 
what we should be seeking to achieve. 

Finally, I wish to call attention to 
several parts of the legislation that 
need to be strengthened and expanded: 
Support for teaching American history; 
the Teacher Incentive Fund; charter 
schools, which I know the Presiding Of-
ficer has been very interested in for a 
long time; and State collection of data 
to aid States in measuring student 
progress. 

First, support for reauthorization. I 
have decided to cosponsor the No Child 
Left Behind Act of 2007, which has been 
authored by Senators Burr and Gregg, 
because I believe it represents a sound 
foundation for eventual reauthoriza-
tion of the legislation. This legislative 
draft leaves in place the framework of 
the 2001 law: high goals, State stand-
ards, and disaggregated reporting of re-
sults, and it addresses some obvious de-
ficiencies in the existing legislation, 
including more flexibility in helping 
children learn English, in measuring 
the progress of children with disabil-
ities, and in how to report the progress 
of children who make great progress 
but still fall behind their goals. This 
bill—the Burr-Gregg bill—does not re-
treat from the bold goal that all chil-
dren will be proficient in reading and 
math according to each State’s stand-
ards by the 2013–2014 school year. Some 
have argued that sets schools up for 
failure. I would argue it is the Amer-
ican way to set high goals and then to 
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attempt to reach them. Our Declara-
tion of Independence does not say ‘‘life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness’’ 
for 80 percent of us. Our national char-
acter is not that some things are pos-
sible. Rightly or wrongly, we Ameri-
cans uniquely believe that anything is 
possible for all of us, and much of our 
politics and debates in this body are 
about dealing with the disappointment 
of not reaching high goals that we set 
for ourselves, and then, of course, we 
set out and try again to achieve them. 

I do think we would be wise to find a 
different way to talk about the 
progress of schools in reaching those 
high goals. Most schools, at least 
today, are succeeding in reaching their 
State’s No Child Left Behind stand-
ards. There are more than 100,000 
schools in the United States. According 
to the U.S. Department of Education, 
over 20 percent of those—21,000—did 
not make adequate yearly progress. Of 
those 21,000 schools, about one-fourth 
missed their goals by one subgroup of 
students. 

The same is true in Tennessee. Ac-
cording to our Department of Edu-
cation, there are 1,710 public schools. 
There were 245—or 15 percent—which 
did not make adequate yearly progress. 
Of those, 127 didn’t do it because of one 
subgroup. 

Therefore, I suggest we find a dif-
ferent way to talk about progress. 
Schools that reach their goals might be 
called ‘‘high-achieving schools.’’ 
Schools that do so for more than 1 year 
in a row might be called the ‘‘highest 
achieving schools.’’ Schools that, on 
the other hand, miss their goal by only 
one subgroup might be called ‘‘achiev-
ing schools,’’ and those that do not do 
as well might be called priority 
schools. 

Second: A new State contract for 
flexibility. I am introducing today the 
State Student Achievement Contract 
which I will work to make a part of No 
Child Left Behind. The idea is simple: 
Now that we have 5 years of experience 
with No Child Left Behind, we should 
toss the ball back to at least some 
States and see whether those States 
can implement the law with at least as 
much rigor in reporting, more flexi-
bility, and more innovation. 

I know if the Presiding Officer and I 
were still Governors of our respective 
States, we would want to try that over 
the next 5 years. 

This proposal would allow up to 12 
States to negotiate with the U.S. Sec-
retary of Education to enter into a 
State student achievement contract, 
which would permit States to improve 
their own systems of accountability, 
and in exchange, receive the necessary 
flexibility to innovate on finding ways 
to close the achievement gap. 

In other words, instead of saying: 
‘‘Do it exactly this way’’ to the States, 
the Federal Government would be say-
ing: ‘‘Give us results, and we will give 
you more flexibility.’’ 

In determining which States would 
be eligible for this new contract, the 

Secretary would expect States to in-
crease their standards, assessments, 
and expectations of students. 

Washington, DC, itself is not going to 
make schools better in Wilmington, 
Maryville, Kansas City, and Sac-
ramento. This can only happen locally, 
when parents, teachers, communities, 
and State officials take charge. In fact, 
No Child Left Behind is simply an ex-
tension of the State standards move-
ment that began in the 1980s in most 
States. While it requires the setting of 
standards and requires public report-
ing, the solution to the problem of low- 
achieving students is left in the hands 
of communities, where it must be left. 
In fact, only 8 percent of funding of 
public schools comes from the Federal 
Government. 

So this proposal seeks to recognize 
that solutions are local, to encourage 
those States that are trying the bold-
est programs, and to permit the flexi-
bility needed to achieve those results. 

Third, creeping Federal control. One 
reason I have introduced the State con-
tract proposal is I don’t want the reau-
thorization of No Child Left Behind to 
become a vehicle for increased Federal 
control of local schools. In fact, now 
that the first 5 years of confusion and 
learning the new law are completed, 
there ought to be fewer Federal re-
quirements, not more. After all, the 
law is essentially a requirement for 
State standards and reporting 
disaggregated results. 

But, unfortunately, Washington 
doesn’t work that way. Our motto 
seems to be: Once we have stuck our 
noses into something, we will meddle 
with it forever. In some of the early 
drafts of No Child Left Behind, I have 
seen examples of increased Federal reg-
ulation that in my view offer the pros-
pect of more Federal control and less 
local accountability. It ought to be the 
other way around. 

Finally, there are three special provi-
sions of No Child Left Behind that, 
based upon the first 5 years’ experi-
ence, need to be expanded. 

One, teaching American history. The 
late Albert Shanker, president of the 
American Federation of Teachers, once 
said the rationale for a public school is 
to teach immigrant children the three 
Rs and what it means to be an Amer-
ican, with the hope they would go 
home and teach their parents. Yet the 
lowest test scores for American high 
school seniors is not math or reading 
or science, it is U.S. history. Senators 
KENNEDY, ENZI, and I have worked to 
create some new provisions for this re-
authorization which would encourage 
putting the teaching of American his-
tory back in its rightful place in our 
schools so our children can grow up 
learning what it means to be an Amer-
ican. These provisions include: The 
teaching traditional American history 
provision. That was put in 5 years ago. 
It is a program of grants to school dis-
tricts to encourage professional devel-
opment and teaching of American his-
tory. It has been very successful. Sen-

ator KENNEDY and Senator BYRD have 
had a major part in this law. 

Next, Presidential and congressional 
academies. The pilot programs for 
these summer academies for out-
standing teachers and students of 
American history have been low cost 
and very successful. It is my hope that 
in a partnership with States and the 
private sector, these can be expanded 
to a total of 100 each summer. They are 
very much similar to the Governors’ 
schools many States have for students 
and for teachers. David McCullough 
has suggested perhaps we can match up 
the 10-year centennial program for na-
tional parks with these summer pro-
grams for students and teachers of U.S. 
history. Imagine what it would be like 
for a group of U.S. history teachers to 
spend a week with David McCullough 
at the Adams House in Quincy, MA. 

Finally, a 10-State pilot program in 
U.S. history NAEP. Currently, the Na-
tional Assessment of Education 
Progress—the Nation’s report card— 
only measures student achievement in 
history every 4 years. We don’t get 
State-level data; only a national sam-
ple of student achievement. Senator 
KENNEDY and I have offered legislation 
to create a 10-State pilot program so 
there can be State-level data for 10 
States, which will reflect the impor-
tance of this subject to our Nation and 
call attention to student progress or 
lack thereof in American history. 

A second area of special emphasis 
that ought to be considered when we 
reauthorize No Child Left Behind is the 
Teacher Incentive Fund. After parents, 
nothing is more important to a child’s 
success than the classroom teacher. In 
every hearing we have in the Senate, a 
witness emphasizes the need to attract 
specially equipped teachers for math, 
for science, for children with disabil-
ities, for inner-city schools, for gifted 
students, and other special needs. Yet 
we struggle in this country with an 
across-the-board pay mentality that 
will not allow schools to lift them-
selves up when it comes to attracting 
and keeping outstanding classroom 
teachers. 

Finding fair ways to pay teachers 
more for teaching well is not easy. I 
have tried it. But during the last 5 
years, the Teacher Incentive Fund has 
helped at least three dozen cities, usu-
ally working with local teachers’ 
unions, to find new ways to train and 
reward outstanding teachers and prin-
cipals. We need to do as much of this as 
we possibly can. I wish to thank and 
acknowledge Senator DURBIN of Illi-
nois, the Democratic whip, for working 
with me to make certain that appro-
priations for this program continue. 

Then, charter schools. I mentioned 
earlier the Presiding Officer was a na-
tional leader on charter schools when 
he was Governor of Delaware. Last 
year, I visited a charter school in Mem-
phis. It was the Easter holiday, except 
those ninth graders weren’t on vaca-
tion, they were in class. To be specific, 
they were in a ninth grade advanced 
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placement biology class. What was spe-
cial was these children had come from 
so-called low-performing schools. To be 
blunt, they were labeled the least like-
ly to succeed, except they were suc-
ceeding. This was because they were 
getting extra help during holidays, 
longer school days, Saturdays, and 
from special teachers. 

The idea of a public charter school is 
simply to give teachers the freedom to 
use their common sense and their 
skills to help the children who are pre-
sented to them—freedom from Federal, 
State, and union rules so they can do 
it. It is nonsensical to me that we don’t 
encourage, rather than discourage, 
such public charter schools. 

Most of our children are learning, but 
for the 15 percent or so who are having 
genuinely special challenges in learn-
ing, it will take different kinds of 
schools, even better teachers and dif-
ferent methods. In this reauthorization 
of No Child Left Behind, we must do all 
of these things to cause that to happen. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill and a let-
ter addressed to Senator KENNEDY be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2312 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. STATE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT CON-

TRACTS. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Title VI of the Elemen-

tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 7301 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating part C (20 U.S.C. 7371 
et seq.) as part D; 

(2) by redesignating sections 6301 and 6302 
(20 U.S.C. 7371, 7372) as sections 6401 and 6402, 
respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after part B (20 U.S.C. 7341 
et seq.) the following: 
‘‘PART C—STATE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT 

CONTRACTS 
‘‘SEC. 6301. SHORT TITLE. 

‘‘This part may be cited as the ‘State Stu-
dent Achievement Contracts Act’. 
‘‘SEC. 6302. PURPOSE. 

‘‘The purpose of this part is to allow not 
more than 12 State educational agencies, 
that establish and implement challenging 
and rigorous academic standards, academic 
assessments, and accountability systems, 
greater flexibility to— 

‘‘(1) improve their academic achievement 
standards, academic assessments, and State 
accountability systems; 

‘‘(2) increase the academic achievement of 
all students; 

‘‘(3) narrow achievement gaps between the 
lowest- and highest-achieving groups of stu-
dents; and 

‘‘(4) eliminate barriers to implementing ef-
fective education reforms. 
‘‘SEC. 6303. STATE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT CON-

TRACTS. 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—In accordance with this 

part, the Secretary shall establish and im-
plement procedures that permit the Sec-
retary to enter into a State student achieve-
ment contract, on a competitive basis, with 
not more than 12 State educational agencies, 
under which such a State educational agency 
may— 

‘‘(1) waive any statutory or regulatory re-
quirement of any program under this Act 

(other than a requirement of this part) under 
which the Secretary awards funds to States 
on the basis of a formula, including such a 
requirement applicable to any local edu-
cational agency or school within the State, 
except those requirements relating to— 

‘‘(A) maintenance of effort; 
‘‘(B) comparability of services; 
‘‘(C) equitable participation of students 

and professional staff in private schools; 
‘‘(D) allocation or distribution of funds to 

local educational agencies, subject to para-
graph (2); 

‘‘(E) serving eligible school attendance 
areas in rank order under section 1113(a)(3); 

‘‘(F) the selection of a school attendance 
area or school under subsections (a) and (b) 
of section 1113, except that such a State edu-
cational agency may grant a waiver to allow 
a school attendance area or school to partici-
pate in activities under part A of title I if 
the percentage of children from low-income 
families in the school attendance area or 
who attend such school is not less than 10 
percentage points below the lowest percent-
age of such children for any school attend-
ance area or school in the State that meets 
the requirements of subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 1113; 

‘‘(G) use of Federal funds to supplement, 
not supplant, non-Federal funds; 

‘‘(H) applicable civil rights requirements; 
and 

‘‘(I) prohibitions regarding— 
‘‘(i) State aid described in section 9522; 
‘‘(ii) use of funds for religious worship or 

instruction described in section 9505; and 
‘‘(iii) uses of funds for activities described 

in section 9526; 
‘‘(2) use funds made available to the State 

for State-level activities under section 1004, 
paragraph (4) or (5) of section 1202(d), section 
2113(a)(3), section 2412(a)(1), subsection (a)(1) 
(with the agreement of the chief executive 
officer of the State), (b)(2), or (c)(1) of sec-
tion 4112, section 4202(c), or section 5112(b), 
to carry out the uses of funds under 1 or 
more of such sections, paragraphs, or sub-
sections, or under part A of title I, except 
that any such funds so used shall not be sub-
ject to allocation or distribution require-
ments under such sections, paragraphs, sub-
sections, or part; 

‘‘(3) allow local educational agencies in the 
State to use funds made available under sec-
tion 2121, 2412(a)(2)(A), 4112(b)(1), or 5112(a) to 
carry out the uses of funds under 1 or more 
of such sections or under part A of title I, ex-
cept that any such funds so used shall not be 
subject to allocation or distribution require-
ments under such sections or part; and 

‘‘(4) require local educational agencies 
identified under subsection (b)(5)(C) to use 
funds in accordance with paragraph (3) in 
order to effectively implement the interven-
tion described in subsection (b)(5)(D). 

‘‘(b) STATE APPLICATIONS.—To be eligible 
to enter into a State student achievement 
contract under this part, a State educational 
agency shall submit an application to the 
Secretary at such time, in such manner, and 
containing such information as the Sec-
retary may reasonably require. The applica-
tion shall demonstrate that the State is in 
full compliance with all requirements of part 
A of title I, as such part was in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of the 
State Student Achievement Contracts Act, 
relating to academic standards, assessments, 
and accountability, and shall include the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) EVIDENCE.—Evidence that the proposed 
contract was reviewed by independent ex-
perts with knowledge and expertise in edu-
cational standards, assessments, and ac-
countability. 

‘‘(2) STANDARDS.—A demonstration, con-
sistent with section 1111(b)(1)(A), through a 

documented and validated standards-setting 
process, including an independent, external 
review, that the State academic content 
standards, State student academic achieve-
ment standards, and educational objectives 
under paragraph (12), are— 

‘‘(A) fully articulated and aligned across 
kindergarten through grade 12, and include 
college and career-ready standards for sec-
ondary school graduation, including aligned 
course-level outcomes, developed in con-
sultation with the State agency responsible 
for higher education, institutions of higher 
education, and representatives of the busi-
ness community; or 

‘‘(B) at least as rigorous as national or 
international education standards and objec-
tives measuring long-term trends and stu-
dent academic achievement standards and 
objectives. 

‘‘(3) ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) ASSURANCES.—An assurance that the 

State will— 
‘‘(i) assess students in the subjects and 

grades described in section 1111(b)(3)(C)(v) 
and (vii), conduct such assessment annually, 
and comply with section 1111(b)(7); 

‘‘(ii) demonstrate to the Secretary that 
any assessment used by the State and con-
ducted under subparagraph (A) meets the re-
quirements of clauses (i) through (iv) and 
(vi) through (xv) of section 1111(b)(3)(C); and 

‘‘(iii) describe any other student academic 
assessments the State educational agency 
will use, consistent with section 1111(b)(4), as 
part of the State’s accountability system de-
scribed in paragraph (5). 

‘‘(B) INFORMATION.—Information dem-
onstrating that the State is administering 
assessments that are aligned with the stand-
ards described in paragraph (2), or will ad-
minister such aligned assessments in the 
next school year. 

‘‘(4) DISAGGREGATION.—An assurance that— 
‘‘(A) the State will disaggregate data in 

the same manner as data are disaggregated 
under section 1111(b)(2)(C)(v)(II); and 

‘‘(B) student performance data will be 
disaggregated in the same manner as data 
are disaggregated under section 
1111(b)(3)(C)(xiii). 

‘‘(5) ACCOUNTABILITY SYSTEM.—An expla-
nation of how the State will use the State’s 
authority described in subsection (a) to de-
velop and implement— 

‘‘(A) statewide annual measurable objec-
tives which shall— 

‘‘(i) be set separately for all assessments 
used by the State under paragraph (3); 

‘‘(ii) be the same for all schools and local 
educational agencies in the States; 

‘‘(iii) identify a single minimum percent-
age of students who are required to meet or 
exceed the proficient level on the academic 
assessments that applies separately to each 
group of students described in section 
1111(b)(2)(C)(v)(II); and 

‘‘(iv) ensure that all students will meet or 
exceed the State’s proficient level of aca-
demic achievement on the State assessments 
within the State’s timeline described in 
paragraph (6). 

‘‘(B) a single, statewide accountability sys-
tem consistent with the requirements of sec-
tion 1111(b)(2); 

‘‘(C) a comprehensive, uniform system for 
identifying schools and local educational 
agencies for intervention based on achieve-
ment towards meeting proficiency targets 
established under paragraph (6) for students 
and subgroups that are disaggregated under 
paragraph (4); and 

‘‘(D) a comprehensive, uniform system for 
providing intervention to schools and local 
educational agencies identified under sub-
paragraph (C), including a specific descrip-
tion and explanation of— 
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‘‘(i) specific interventions that will be pro-

vided to all schools and local educational 
agencies so identified— 

‘‘(I) which shall include providing options 
to students in schools so identified, includ-
ing options regarding— 

‘‘(aa) supplemental educational services 
that will be provided consistent with 1116(e); 
or 

‘‘(bb) public school choice that will be pro-
vided consistent with section 1116(b)(1)(E); 
and 

‘‘(II) which may include— 
‘‘(aa) targeted intervention by the State or 

local educational agency; 
‘‘(bb) replacement of school personnel; and 
‘‘(cc) conversion of a public school into a 

public charter school; 
‘‘(ii) how the State or local educational 

agency will monitor local educational agen-
cy or school performance over time and im-
pose more stringent measures on local edu-
cational agencies or schools, respectively, 
the longer local educational agencies or 
schools, respectively, do not make adequate 
yearly progress; and 

‘‘(iii) how the State will ensure that local 
educational agencies or schools that do not 
make adequate yearly progress for 5 consecu-
tive school years undertake alternate gov-
ernance arrangements. 

‘‘(6) STUDENT PROFICIENCY TARGETS.—A 
demonstration and explanation of the State 
trajectory that is in place for all students to 
meet proficiency targets— 

‘‘(A) by the timelines established in sec-
tions 1111(b)(2)(E) and 1111(b)(2)(F); or 

‘‘(B) in not more than 3 years and upon 
graduation from secondary school. 

‘‘(7) TEACHER QUALITY.—An assurance that 
the State has rigorous teacher quality stand-
ards, which may include State determined 
teacher effectiveness standards, that reflect 
clear and fair measures of teacher and prin-
cipal performance based on demonstrated 
improvements in student academic achieve-
ment. 

‘‘(8) DATA SYSTEMS.—A demonstration that 
the State educational agency has an effec-
tive data system capable of reporting class-
room and school level data. 

‘‘(9) WAIVERS.—A list of any statutory or 
regulatory requirements that the State in-
tends to waive for local educational agencies 
and schools within the State as part of the 
State student achievement contract and the 
process the State educational agency will 
use to evaluate and grant such waivers. 

‘‘(10) STATE APPROVAL.—An assurance that 
the proposed State student achievement con-
tract was developed by the State educational 
agency in consultation with local edu-
cational agencies, teachers, principals, pupil 
services personnel, administrators (including 
administrators of programs described in 
parts A through H of title I), and parents, 
and was approved by not less than 1 of the 
following: 

‘‘(A) The Governor of the State. 
‘‘(B) The State legislature. 
‘‘(11) DURATION.—A statement that the du-

ration of the State student achievement con-
tract shall be for a period of not more than 
5 years. 

‘‘(12) EDUCATIONAL OBJECTIVES PLAN.—A 
plan, for the duration of the State student 
achievement contract, that describes the 
educational objectives the State educational 
agency plans to achieve, which objectives 
shall meet requirements similar to the re-
quirements of clauses (i) through (v) of sec-
tion 1111(b)(2)(G). 

‘‘(13) CONSOLIDATED FUNDS.—A description 
of the funds the State educational agency in-
tends to use in accordance with subsection 
(a)(2) and how the funds will be used. 

‘‘(14) STATE REPORT CARD.—An assurance 
that the State will disseminate the informa-

tion, including school and school district 
level information, required in section 6304 to 
all parents in the State. 

‘‘(c) STATES THAT PLAN TO ADOPT MORE 
RIGOROUS STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State educational 
agency that does not meet the requirements 
of subsection (b)(2) or (3) may apply for and 
(subject to the limit on the number of States 
that may be approved under this part pursu-
ant to subsection (a)) be granted waiver au-
thority under paragraph (2) if the State edu-
cational agency— 

‘‘(A) meets the requirements of paragraph 
(1) and paragraphs (4) through (14) of sub-
section (b); and 

‘‘(B) includes a plan, satisfactory to the 
Secretary, to meet the requirements of sub-
section (b)(2) or (3). 

‘‘(2) WAIVER.—A State educational agency 
described in paragraph (1) whose application 
is approved under this part is authorized to 
waive statutory and regulatory requirements 
applicable to local educational agencies and 
schools (other than any such requirement de-
scribed in subparagraphs (A) through (I) of 
subsection (a)(1)) under the following pro-
grams: 

‘‘(A) Part A of title I, other than for sec-
tions 1111 and 1116. 

‘‘(B) Subpart 3 of part B, and parts C, D, 
and F, of title I. 

‘‘(C) Subparts 2 and 3 of part A of title II. 
‘‘(D) Subpart 1 of part D of title II. 
‘‘(E) Part A of title III. 
‘‘(F) Subpart 1 of part A of title IV. 
‘‘(G) Part A of title V. 
‘‘(d) APPROVAL OF STATE STUDENT ACHIEVE-

MENT CONTRACTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the receipt of a State student achieve-
ment contract application submitted by the 
State educational agency, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(A) receive recommendations from the 
peer review panel established in paragraph 
(2); and 

‘‘(B) approve the State student achieve-
ment contract or provide the State edu-
cational agency with a written explanation 
of the reasons the State student achieve-
ment contract fails to satisfy a purpose, 
goal, or a requirement of this part. 

‘‘(2) PEER-REVIEW PROCESS.—In carrying 
out paragraph (1), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) establish an independent peer review 
panel to evaluate, and make recommenda-
tions for approval or disapproval of, State 
student achievement contract applications; 
and 

‘‘(B) appoint individuals to the peer review 
panel who are— 

‘‘(i) knowledgeable of, and have expertise 
in, educational standards, assessments, and 
accountability; and 

‘‘(ii) representative of State educational 
agencies and organizations representing 
State agencies or Governors. 

‘‘(3) DISAPPROVAL OF CONTRACT.—If the Sec-
retary disapproves a State’s student achieve-
ment contract application, then the State 
educational agency shall have 60 days to re-
submit a revised State student achievement 
contract. Subject to the 12 State educational 
agency limitation described in subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall approve the revised 
State student achievement contract within 
60 days of receipt of the revised contract or 
provide the State with a written determina-
tion that the revised State student achieve-
ment contract fails to satisfy a purpose, 
goal, or requirement of this part. 

‘‘(e) AMENDMENT TO ACHIEVEMENT CON-
TRACT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State educational 
agency may submit to the Secretary amend-
ments to the State student achievement con-
tract, on an annual basis. The Secretary 

shall submit the amendments to the peer re-
view panel. 

‘‘(2) REVIEW OF AMENDMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the receipt of a proposed State student 
achievement contract amendment submitted 
by a State educational agency, the Secretary 
shall receive recommendations from the peer 
review panel and approve the amendment or 
provide the State educational agency with a 
written determination that the amendment 
fails to satisfy a purpose, goal, or require-
ment of this part. 

‘‘(B) TREATMENT AS APPROVED.—Each 
amendment for which the Secretary fails to 
take the action required in subparagraph (A) 
in the time period described in such subpara-
graph shall be considered approved. 

‘‘SEC. 6304. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the execution of a State student 
achievement contract under this part, and 
annually thereafter, each State educational 
agency executing such a contract shall dis-
seminate widely to parents, the general pub-
lic, and the Secretary, a report that includes 
a description, in an understandable manner, 
of how the State educational agency has 
used Federal funds under the contract to im-
prove academic achievement, narrow the 
achievement gap, and improve educational 
opportunities for the disadvantaged. Each 
such report shall include— 

‘‘(1) information, in the aggregate, on stu-
dent achievement at each proficiency target 
described in section 6303(b)(6) on the State 
academic assessments, disaggregated by 
race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, mi-
grant status, English proficiency, and status 
as economically disadvantaged, except that 
such disaggregation shall not be required in 
a case in which the number of students in a 
category is insufficient to yield statistically 
reliable information or the results would re-
veal personally identifiable information 
about an individual student; 

‘‘(2) information that provides a compari-
son between— 

‘‘(A) the actual achievement levels of each 
group of students described in section 
1111(b)(2)(C)(v); and 

‘‘(B) the State’s annual measurable objec-
tives for each such group of students on each 
of the academic assessments described in the 
educational objectives plan described in sec-
tion 6303(b)(12); 

‘‘(3) the percentage of students not tested 
(disaggregated by the same categories and 
subject to the same exception described in 
paragraph (1)); 

‘‘(4) the graduation rates for secondary 
school students (disaggregated by the same 
categories and subject to the same exception 
described in paragraph (1)); 

‘‘(5) information on the performance of 
local educational agencies in the State re-
garding student academic achievement, in-
cluding schools not meeting proficiency tar-
gets described in section 6303(b)(6); 

‘‘(6) the professional qualifications of 
teachers in the State, and the percentage of 
classes in the State not taught by a teacher 
meeting State qualifications, in the aggre-
gate and disaggregated by high-poverty com-
pared to low-poverty schools which, for the 
purpose of this paragraph, means schools in 
the top quartile of poverty and the bottom 
quartile of poverty, respectively, in the 
State; 

‘‘(7) a description of improvement methods 
used to assist local educational agencies and 
schools in meeting the proficiency targets 
described in section 6303(b)(6); and 

‘‘(8) a description of the State’s account-
ability system described in section 6303(b)(5), 
including a description of the criteria by 
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which the State evaluates school perform-
ance, and the criteria that the State has es-
tablished to determine the progress of 
schools in meeting the goals established by 
the State. 

‘‘(b) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—The Sec-
retary shall submit the reports received 
under subsection (a) to Congress, together 
with any other information the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 
‘‘SEC. 6305. PERFORMANCE REVIEW AND EARLY 

TERMINATION. 
‘‘(a) REVIEW.—For each State having in ef-

fect a State student achievement contract 
under this part, the peer review panel estab-
lished in section 6303(d)(2) shall carry out a 
review of the contract, after completion of 
the second school year of the contract, in 
order to— 

‘‘(1) determine whether the State has met 
the terms of the contract described in sec-
tion 6303; and 

‘‘(2) make recommendations to the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(b) EARLY TERMINATION.—After taking 
into consideration the recommendations re-
ceived under subsection (a)(2) from the peer 
review panel and after providing a State edu-
cational agency with notice and an oppor-
tunity for a hearing, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) terminate a State student achieve-
ment contract, before the contract expires, if 
the State does not, for 3 consecutive school 
years, meet the terms of the contract de-
scribed in section 6303; or 

‘‘(2) withhold funds under this Act. 
‘‘SEC. 6306. EVALUATION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
enter into a contract, with an independent 
organization outside of the Department, for 
a 5-year, rigorous, scientifically valid, quan-
titative evaluation of this part. 

‘‘(b) PROCESS.—The evaluation under sub-
section (a) shall be conducted by an organi-
zation that is capable of designing and car-
rying out an independent evaluation that 
identifies the effects of activities carried out 
by State educational agencies and local edu-
cational agencies under this part on improv-
ing student academic achievement. 

‘‘(c) ANALYSIS.—The evaluation under sub-
section (a) shall include an analysis of the 
following: 

‘‘(1) The implementation of activities as-
sisted under this part and the impact of such 
implementation on increasing student aca-
demic achievement (particularly in schools 
with high concentrations of children living 
in poverty), relative to the goal of all stu-
dents reaching the proficient level of aca-
demic achievement based on State academic 
assessments, challenging State academic 
content standards, and challenging State 
student academic achievement standards 
under section 6303. 

‘‘(2) Each participating State educational 
agency’s method of identifying schools under 
6303(b)(5)(C), including— 

‘‘(A) the impact on schools, local edu-
cational agencies, and the State; 

‘‘(B) the number of schools and local edu-
cational agencies so identified; and 

‘‘(C) the changes in the identification of 
schools and local educational agencies as a 
result of such identification. 

‘‘(3) How schools, local educational agen-
cies, and participating States educational 
agencies have used the flexibility under sec-
tion 6303(a) and Federal, State, and local 
educational agency funds and resources to 
support schools and provide technical assist-
ance to improve the academic achievement 
of students in low-performing schools, in-
cluding the impact of the technical assist-
ance on such academic achievement. 

‘‘(4) The extent to which interventions de-
scribed in section 6303(b)(5)(D) are imple-

mented by the participating State edu-
cational agencies and local educational 
agencies to improve the academic achieve-
ment of students in low-performing schools, 
and the effectiveness of the implementation 
of such interventions, including the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) The number of schools and local edu-
cational agencies identified under section 
6303(b)(5)(C) and how many years the schools 
or local educational agencies remain so iden-
tified. 

‘‘(B) The types of support provided by the 
State educational agency and local edu-
cational agency to schools and local edu-
cational agencies respectively, so identified, 
and the impact of such support on student 
academic achievement. 

‘‘(C) The implementation and impact of ac-
tions that are taken with regard to schools 
and local educational agencies under section 
6303(b)(5)(D)(iii). 

‘‘(d) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(1) INTERIM REPORT.—Not later than 3 

years after the date of enactment of the 
State Student Achievement Contracts Act, 
the Secretary shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions of the Senate and the Committee 
on Education and Labor of the House of Rep-
resentatives, an interim report on the anal-
ysis conducted under this subsection. 

‘‘(2) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 5 years 
after the date of enactment of the State Stu-
dent Achievement Contracts Act, the Sec-
retary shall transmit to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of 
the Senate and the Committee on Education 
and Labor of the House of Representatives, a 
final report on the analysis conducted under 
this subsection.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 2 of such Act (20 U.S.C. 
6301 note) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating the item relating to 
part C of title VI as the item relating to part 
D of title VI; 

(2) by redesignating the items relating to 
sections 6301 and 6302 as the items relating to 
sections 6401 and 6402, respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 6324 the following: 

‘‘PART C—STATE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT 
CONTRACTS 

‘‘Sec. 6301. Short title. 
‘‘Sec. 6302. Purpose. 
‘‘Sec. 6303. State student achievement con-

tracts. 
‘‘Sec. 6304. Annual reports. 
‘‘Sec. 6305. Performance review and early 

termination. 
‘‘Sec. 6306. Evaluation.’’. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, October 2, 2007. 

Senator EDWARD KENNEDY, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Health, Edu-

cation, Labor, and Pensions, Dirksen Sen-
ate Office Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: As the Senate 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor and 
Pensions continues to consider legislative 
changes to the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act, I am writing to express my 
concerns about efforts to further federalize 
control of decisions regarding education pol-
icy that are best made at the state and local 
level. Over the past 5 years, state and school 
district leaders, teachers, parents, and stu-
dents have made great efforts to increase ac-
countability and improve student achieve-
ment as they have worked to comply with 
the No Child Left Behind Act. I worry about 
efforts to inappropriately increase federal 
control of decisions regarding education pol-
icy that are best made at the state and local 
level in the name of greater accountability. 

Unfortunately, in many respects, more man-
dates from Washington may also lead to less 
accountability. The worst outcome for this 
Congress would be to reauthorize the law 
with more federal control and less actual ac-
countability. 

I believe we have a responsibility to pro-
vide the utmost flexibility to states and 
local school districts, while still ensuring ac-
countability for all students. Despite the 
common desire to use the power of Wash-
ington to override what we may think are 
bad decisions by individual states, we must 
refrain from acting as a national school 
board and imposing one-size-fits-all decisions 
from here in Washington. States must main-
tain the necessary flexibility to reach the 
broad goals we ask them to achieve; they 
should not be treated as experimental sites 
for our good ideas. 

The past five years since enactment of 
NCLB have proven effective in transforming 
the landscape of education across the coun-
try, and we cannot afford to turn away from 
decades of standards based reform and the 
use of rigorous state assessments to measure 
school accountability. However, in light of 
recent proposals made public by the House 
Committee on Education and Labor, as well 
as those by many in the advocacy commu-
nity, I am concerned about the desire to 
exert greater federal control over decisions 
best left at the state and local level at the 
expense of accountability. I am particularly 
concerned about the following concepts. 

Federally Mandated ‘n’ Size: I believe that 
we should continue to allow states to set 
uniform ‘n’ sizes for accountability. An ‘n’ 
size is the minimum number of students that 
must be present in a group or subgroup be-
fore a school has to be held accountable for 
that group’s academic progress. Proposals 
have been put forth to establish a maximum 
‘n’ size for accountability purposes. States 
currently have ‘n’ sizes ranging from 5 to 200. 
I understand the intent of such proposals 
given isolated abuses of the provision by in-
dividual states. But the law gives states 
flexibility to take into account various ele-
ments such as the complexity of the state 
data system, the diversity of the student 
population, school size, district size, the 
rigor of state assessments, and other factors 
when making decisions about their use of an 
‘n’ size. Mandating a maximum number from 
Washington not only runs afoul of the in-
tended state-level decision making in the 
law, but may jeopardize statistical reli-
ability in some states. Moreover, by legis-
lating a number that may be significantly 
higher than some states have already set, we 
may be sending a mixed signal and encour-
aging those states to set higher ‘n’ sizes and 
thus reduce accountability in their states. 

Federally Mandated Confidence Intervals: I 
believe that we should continue to allow 
states to establish confidence intervals on 
their data. A confidence interval, similar to 
a margin of error on a poll, is another statis-
tical methodology to ensure the reliability 
of data. States currently have confidence in-
tervals that range between 95 percent and 99 
percent, and some use other figures for meas-
uring growth, safe harbor, and other deci-
sions. States are responsible for setting 
these numbers and including them in their 
state plan which was reviewed by the U.S. 
Department of Education. Mandating a spe-
cific number from Washington would again 
reduce flexibility for each state to take into 
account the special circumstances within its 
borders and develop a comprehensive data 
plan based on those circumstances. A federal 
mandate could also lead to the unintended 
consequence of reducing accountability in 
those states that would face internal pres-
sure to lower their standards to meet what-
ever level is placed in the statute. 
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Adequate Yearly Progress: I believe that 

we should allow states to use growth models 
based on reaching ‘proficient’ targets to 
measure progress. One of the driving forces 
behind No Child Left Behind, and its primary 
success, is the focus across the country to-
ward getting all students to a ‘proficient’ 
level of achievement by the 2013–2014 school 
year. This is a tough goal, and one that we 
know many schools find difficult to achieve. 
As a nation we tend to set high goals, almost 
unachievable goals, and then work hard to 
try to reach them. Because of the rigor of 
the 2013–2014 goal, proposals have been put 
forth to give schools credit for students 
reaching ‘basic’ levels of achievement as op-
posed to ‘proficient’ achievement. This 
should be considered a wholesale retreat 
from the core principle of the law of account-
ability for all students. 

‘Basic’ performance on a test is usually not 
considered sufficient to ensure high school 
graduation or attain college enrollment 
without remediation. I support giving states 
and school districts flexibility to meet the 
overriding goal of getting all students to 
‘proficient’ levels of achievement. To do that 
we should follow the lead of states like 
North Carolina, Tennessee, Delaware, and 
Maryland and allow states to use growth 
models to track individual progress over 
time towards proficiency. 

Early Childhood Program: I believe that 
we should not create a duplicative early 
childhood program that would compete with 
the existing federal programs Before asking 
what a new federal early childhood program 
should look like, we should be asking wheth-
er current programs are adequately funded 
and whether they are effective. According to 
the General Accountability Office there are 
69 early childhood education and care pro-
grams, administered by 10 different federal 
agencies, receiving over $20 billion. We 
should be looking at how we enhance the ef-
ficiency of these programs before we layer 
another on. 

High School Reform: I believe that Con-
gress should authorize a competitive pro-
gram with a matching requirement to states 
to help them reform our nation’s high 
schools and that it would be a mistake to 
mandate specific reforms from Washington 
on all our nation’s high schools. Tremendous 
effort is underway at the state and local 
level to transform our nation’s high schools. 
Many of our nation’s governors and school 
district officials are working diligently with 
philanthropic organizations like the Gates 
Foundation and Broad Foundation to learn 
how to improve high schools and build on 
successful research to develop promising 
models of reform. While there is some valu-
able research that shows some promising 
methods, it is inappropriate for Congress to 
assume that there is a limited set of choices 
on how to transform our nation’s high 
schools. Instead of prescribing a limited set 
of reforms and mandating those reforms 
upon the states, we should find ways to en-
courage these continued efforts at the state 
and local level. It would be preferable to 
offer a competitive program where the states 
or local school districts find matching re-
sources from the business community or 
philanthropic organizations, rather than de-
velop a limited formula program that tries 
to proscribe reform without sufficient re-
sources to actually provide it. 

High School Graduation: I believe that 
Congress should not put into law a complex 
definition or graduation outcome require-
ments that interferes with current state 
leadership efforts on improving high school 
graduation results. Our nation faces signifi-
cant problems with low high school gradua-
tion rates and poor student performance in 
our nation’s postsecondary education insti-

tutions. State and local educational leaders 
are working diligently to address those prob-
lems. But proposals have been put forth to 
improve high school graduation rates by im-
posing a complex definition and goal setting 
process that do not reflect the efforts al-
ready underway. 

We should instead allow states to develop 
their own goals for improving high school 
graduation rates as part of their comprehen-
sive state plan. We must be mindful of the 
leadership already being offered by the 
states. The National Governors Association 
has demonstrated strong commitment to-
wards developing a uniform definition of 
graduation rate, and Congress should not 
interfere or override those efforts. If Con-
gress were to override the efforts already 
being taken by the NGA, or override the ef-
forts of individual governors in working with 
such leaders as the Diploma Project, we 
would lose valuable years of work and effort 
by leaders in the states. 

I understand that staff discussions have 
been ongoing for several months regarding 
proposals for the reauthorization of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act, and 
that many of these areas are still open for 
improvement. I appreciate the hard work 
and diligent effort of the staff, but I hope to 
have at least ten business days to review any 
final draft legislation so that I can consult 
with education leaders in my state and 
across the country so that I can provide sug-
gested comments and revisions before this 
Committee is to markup a bill. It would be 
helpful for me to have that opportunity as I 
determine whether the bill meets my prior-
ities for ensuring state and local control of 
education decisions. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 

LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
U.S. Senator. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. HATCH): 

S. 2313. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to enhance efforts 
to address antimicrobial resistance; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, today, I 
am introducing the Strategies to Ad-
dress Antimicrobial Resistance Act. 
This bill, also known as the STAAR 
Act, is meant to reinvigorate efforts to 
combat antimicrobial resistance—ef-
forts that accelerated in the late 90s 
but then stalled. 

I want to thank Senator HATCH for 
his leadership on this issue and for in-
troducing this bill with me. I look for-
ward to working with him to ensure it 
passage. 

Antibiotics are the cornerstone of 
modern medicine, relied on to treat 
countless diseases and responsible for 
some of the great advances in public 
health in the 20th century. But over 
time, bacteria, viruses, and other 
pathogens have mutated to develop re-
sistance to antibiotic drugs. This is a 
dangerous setback for modern medi-
cine. Infections caused by drug-resist-
ant bacteria can cause serious, pro-
longed, and debilitating illnesses, and 
even death. 

Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus 
aureus, MRSA, is a drug resistant in-
fection that can be contracted not only 
in hospitals but in community settings 
such as gyms and playgrounds. A study 

that was published in the Journal of 
the American Medical Association last 
month projected that the number of 
deaths from MRSA exceeded the num-
ber from AIDS in 2005. That statistic 
alone should be a wake-up call for 
America. We need to respond quickly 
to this problem, because it will only 
grow worse with time. 

We are creating these deadly infec-
tions. We create them by using anti-
biotics when we do not need to and by 
not following through on the full regi-
men of antibiotic therapies as pre-
scribed. More consistent and thorough 
hand washing in health care settings 
can also make a huge difference. 

Several of our Government agencies 
are involved in efforts to address anti-
microbial resistance. However, we need 
more coordination among all the fed-
eral agencies involved. This bill seeks 
to facilitate that coordination by es-
tablishing an Office of Antimicrobial 
Resistance at the Department of 
Health and Human Services. The bill 
also reauthorizes an interagency task 
force that has already done significant 
legwork on this issue so that, spear-
headed by the coordinating office, Fed-
eral agencies can turn that legwork 
into action. The STAAR Act calls for a 
comprehensive research plan that 
would identify knowledge gaps and rec-
ommend strategies for filling those 
gaps. It would significantly improve 
surveillance by establishing a multi- 
site surveillance network and working 
to ensure uniformity in State collec-
tion of antimicrobial resistance data. 

Drug-resistant infections set back 
the clock on medical progress. They 
cost money and more importantly, 
they take lives. We need to take anti-
microbial resistance seriously and 
fight it with as much passion as we 
fight any potential killer. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, as recent 
events in neighboring Virginia have 
made all too clear, this country faces a 
number of troubling questions about 
whether we are prepared to address the 
growing problem of drug-resistant, bac-
terial infections. Indeed, while recent 
media reports have raised the visibility 
of this issue, infectious disease doctors 
have been sounding the alarm for 
years. 

Now, Senator BROWN and I are sound-
ing the alarm as well. 

Data from the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention show that re-
sistant strains of infections have 
spread rapidly. This alarming trend 
continues to grow and treatment op-
tions are sorely lacking. 

Senator BROWN and I have collabo-
rated to develop legislation that takes 
a science-based approach to this prob-
lem. This legislation, the Strategies to 
Address Antimicrobial Resistance Act 
or STAAR Act S. 2313, should be seen 
as a measure to catalyze a greater Gov-
ernment focus on a frightening, grow-
ing, public health problem which 
should be of concern to each and every 
one of us in this Nation. 
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One of the things that Senator 

BROWN and I have found in our consid-
erable study of this issue is that there 
is not adequate infrastructure devel-
oped within the Government to collect 
the data, to coordinate the research, 
and to conduct the surveillance nec-
essary to stop drug-resistant infections 
in their tracks. 

We believe that jump-starting a 
greater, stronger, organizational focus 
at the Department of Health and 
Human Services will help our Govern-
ment and our scientists develop an in-
frastructure that can grow as science 
develops. 

At the same time, we make perfectly 
clear that our bill is not the sole an-
swer to the complex, vexing problem of 
antibiotic resistance. At a minimum 
we need better testing, better hospital 
controls, better medications, and bet-
ter funding to support these efforts, 
particularly the work of the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention. 

The Infectious Diseases Society of 
America, the Institute of Medicine, the 
Resources for the Future, the Centers 
for Disease Control, and many others 
have been sounding the alarm about 
the growing threat from resistant 
microorganisms. 

Congress must listen. 
In fact, it its seminal report, ‘‘Bad 

Bugs, No Drugs’’, the Infectious Dis-
eases Society, IDSA, said: 

Drug-resistant bacterial infections kill 
tens of thousands of Americans every year 
and a growing number of individuals are suc-
cumbing to community-acquired infections. 
An epidemic may harm millions. Unless Con-
gress and the Administration move with ur-
gency to address these infections now, there 
is a very good chance that U.S. patients will 
suffer greatly in the future. 

Indeed, the seminal IDSA report 
points out a number of compelling 
facts. 

As the report notes, infections caused 
by resistant bacteria can strike any-
one, young and old, rich or poor, 
healthy or ill. However, the problem of 
antibiotic resistance is especially 
acute for patients with compromised 
immune systems, such as persons liv-
ing with HIV/AIDS. 

The scope of the problem is equally 
of note. As IDSA has calculated, about 
2 million people acquire bacterial in-
fections in U.S. hospitals each year and 
as many as 90,000 die as a result. More 
and more, public health experts are 
finding infections developed in the 
home or community as well. Infections 
in both settings are increasing, and the 
resultant drug resistance shows no sign 
of lessening. 

This is a costly problem, costly for 
patients, for society, and potentially 
threatening to our global security. 

And, in fact, health care providers 
are running out of treatments as the 
resistance problem grows. 

Nobel Laureate Joshua Lederberg 
said it well: ‘‘We are running out of 
bullets for dealing with a number of 
bacterial, infections. Patients are 
dying because we no longer in many 
cases have antibiotics that work.’’ 

Indeed, last week, noted Utah infec-
tious disease expert Dr. Andy Pavia 
told me about a 14-year-old boy he had 
treated who had bone, muscle and lung 
infections from MRSA, an aggressive, 
difficult to treat, form of staph that 
has spread rapidly within communities. 
Half of the children he sees with severe 
MRSA infections acquired their infec-
tion at home. 

This young man, Dr. Pavia relates, 
was forced to undergo multiple sur-
geries and 6 weeks of intravenous anti-
biotics. MRSA infections are steadily 
increasing in Utah, as well as across all 
other States. 

Fortunately, that young man is on 
the road to recovery. But the statistics 
indicate it is just as likely that he 
would not be. 

We are not only talking about 
MRSA. Dr. Pavia also cites the real 
crisis growing with resistant gram-neg-
ative bacteria, which he calls the 
‘‘Rodney Dangerfield of the infectious 
disease world’’—in other words, ‘‘it 
don’t get no respect.’’ 

We are also seeing increases in exten-
sively drug-resistant, XDR, tuber-
culosis. There are numerous reports of 
soldiers returning home from Iraq with 
Acinetobactor—a resistant infection 
that is especially difficult to treat, and 
the only option is a very toxic anti-
biotic. 

Senator BROWN and I have worked on 
this issue for many months, starting 
with our collaboration on provisions in 
the Food and Drug Act Amendments 
recently signed into law by the Presi-
dent. We are also working with our col-
leagues in the House, foremost among 
them Utah Congressman JIM MATHE-
SON, author of the House STAAR Act. 

Our conclusion is that the solutions 
to this problem are manifold, but they 
must start with a stronger Government 
effort. That is the genesis of the 
STAAR Act. 

Let me review briefly what our legis-
lation does. 

The bill makes a series of congres-
sional findings which layout the prob-
lem and the need to address it. 

In particular, we note that while the 
advent of the antibiotic era has saved 
millions of lives and allowed for incred-
ible medical progress, the increased use 
and overuse of antimicrobial drugs 
have correlated with an increase in the 
rates of antimicrobial resistance. 

An important component to this 
problem is the fact that scientific evi-
dence suggests the source of anti-
microbial resistance in people is not 
only the overuse of human drugs, but 
also it may be from food-producing ani-
mals, which are exposed to anti-
microbial drugs. 

As scientists have found, nearly 70 
percent of hospital-acquired bacterial 
infections in the U.S. are resistant to 
at least one drug; in some cases, the 
rate is much higher. In fact, each year 
nearly 2 million people contract bac-
terial infections in the hospital, and it 
is estimated that 90,000 of them die 
from the infections. 

There seem to be no recent data on 
the costs associated with this problem, 
but a 1995 report by the Office of Tech-
nology Assessment found that six dif-
ferent antimicrobial-resistant strains 
of bacteria accounted for $1.3 billion in 
nationwide hospital costs—almost $1.9 
billion in 2006 dollars! 

Here is how our bill attempts to ad-
dress the problems I have just laid out. 

First, the bill establishes a new Of-
fice of Antimicrobial Resistance in the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services. That Office will work with 
the Task Force to issue biennial up-
dates to the Public Health Action Plan 
to Combat Antimicrobial Resistance, 
including enhanced plans for address-
ing the problem here and abroad. As 
appropriate, the Office’s Director will 
establish benchmarks for achieving the 
plan’s goals, assess patterns of anti-
microbial resistance emergence and 
their impact on clinical outcomes, de-
termine how antimicrobial products 
are being used in humans, animals and 
plants, and recommend where addi-
tional federally-supported studies may 
be beneficial. 

Second, we renew the Antimicrobial 
Resistance Task Force authorized in 
section 319E of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act. The Task Force, whose author-
ization lapsed last year, is comprised of 
representatives from the following 
Federal agencies and offices, plus any 
others the Secretary deems necessary: 
the new Office of Antimicrobial Resist-
ance established in the bill; the Assist-
ant Secretary of Preparedness and Re-
sponse; the Centers for Disease Con-
trol; the Food and Drug Administra-
tion; the National Institutes of Health; 
the Agency for Healthcare Research 
and Quality; the Centers for Medicare 
& Medicaid Services; the Health Re-
sources and Services Administration; 
the Environmental Protection Agency; 
and the Departments of Agriculture, 
Education, Defense, Veterans Affairs, 
Homeland Security, and State. 

It is important to note that Senator 
BROWN and I gave careful consideration 
to the location of this new Office. 

We considered locating it at the CDC, 
the Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Health (OASH), and in the Office of 
the Secretary, OS. There are benefits 
and drawbacks to each. Indeed, had 
OASH its previous organizational 
structure, that is, line authority over 
the Public Health Service agencies, 
that decision would have been easy. 
But since a change was made many 
years ago to devolve most of the OASH 
functions to the separate PHS agen-
cies, OASH was not the natural locus 
for the new Office, we decided. Our 
final conclusion was that it was most 
appropriate to locate the new office in 
OS, both for reasons of prominence and 
flexibility. 

Third, S. 2313 establishes a Public 
Health Antimicrobial Advisory Board, 
a panel of outside experts who will ad-
vise the Secretary on ways to encour-
age an adequate supply of anti-
microbial products that are both safe 
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and effective; help determine what re-
search priorities should be, what data 
and surveillance are necessary to be 
collected, and assess how the action 
plan can be updated and strengthened. 

It is very important to Senator 
BROWN, if I may speak for him, and to 
me that our measure be seen as a col-
laborative effort that draws on the 
strengths of existing organizations and 
catalyzes their efforts for greater good. 

So, fourth, our bill requires the Sec-
retary—working through the new Of-
fice, the CDC and the NIH, in consulta-
tion with other appropriate agencies— 
to develop a antimicrobial resistance 
strategic research plan that strength-
ens existing epidemiological, inter-
ventional, clinical, behavioral, 
translational and basic research efforts 
to advance our understanding of the 
emergence of resistance and how best 
to address it. 

Fifth, the bill authorizes establish-
ment of at least 10 Antimicrobial Re-
sistance Clinical Research and Public 
Health Network sites, geographically 
dispersed across the U.S. The sites will 
monitor the emergence of resistant 
pathogens in individuals, study the epi-
demiology of such pathogens and 
evaluate the efficacy of interventions, 
and study problems associated with 
antimicrobial use. In addition, we are 
asking the network to assess the feasi-
bility, cost-effectiveness, and appro-
priateness of surveillance and screen-
ing programs in differing health care 
and institutional settings, such as 
schools, and evaluate current treat-
ment protocols and make appropriate 
recommendations on best practices for 
treating drug resistant infections. It is 
my hope the network will be able to 
take into account successful models for 
surveillance and screening such as in-
patient programs of the Veterans 
Health Administration, work done in 
States such as Illinois, New York and 
the Utah Aware program, and experi-
ence overseas in countries such as the 
Netherlands, Denmark and Finland. 
Our bill authorizes $45 million for these 
networks in fiscal year 2008, $65 million 
next year, and $120 million in fiscal 
year 2010. 

Finally, I would like to speak about 
data collection activities in S. 2313. 

It has become obvious to me that 
there is a pressing need for better sur-
veillance of antibiotic resistance and 
better data collection that is shared 
both within States and across States. 
From my long work on public health 
issues, it is equally clear to me that 
there is a need for the government to 
give guidance—guidance, not a man-
date—on uniform ways in which those 
data should be collected so that all of 
the agencies are talking the same talk, 
so speak. 

Our bill asks the Office of Anti-
microbial Research to work with the 
Task Force and member agencies to de-
velop those uniform standards for data 
collection. In drafting S. 2313, Senator 
BROWN and I were very sensitive to the 
jurisdictional needs of other Commit-

tees. At the same time, it is clear that 
any serious effort to address anti-
microbial resistance must be spread 
across the many agencies of Govern-
ment, each of which has a role to play 
in our collaborative effort. It is for 
that reason that our bill asks the Of-
fice and Task Force to work with the 
other agencies, some of which do not 
fall within the jurisdiction of the 
HELP Committee. If this language 
needs to be strengthened as consider-
ation of S. 2313 progresses, it is our 
hope to work with the other commit-
tees which have an interest in the bill. 

A second issue related to data collec-
tion is the fact that there is a pressing 
need for epidemiologists and other pub-
lic health experts to begin to see data 
showing how many antibiotics are 
being distributed and used by patients 
so that they can evaluate the amount 
of resistance that is emerging. In writ-
ing our bill, we were sensitive to the 
need to provide scientists with these 
data, while at the same time working 
to make any new reporting provisions 
the least burdensome possible, while 
protecting both the national security 
and propriety aspects of those data. 
For that reason, our bill builds on cur-
rent reporting to the FDA of pharma-
ceutical distribution data. Those data 
are currently submitted by manufac-
turers on the anniversary date of the 
product’s approval. Our bill would 
move that reporting date to 60 days 
after the beginning of each calendar 
year, thus allowing epidemiologists to 
compare data from year to year. Our 
second concern, that of potentially 
harmful release of data, was addressed 
in the following way. Our bill precludes 
the release of data which are propri-
etary in nature and whose release 
could have the perverse result of pro-
viding a disincentive to antibiotic de-
velopment. This strong section, section 
7 of the bill, also precludes release of 
data which could be harmful to our na-
tional defense. 

In closing, I wish to commend S. 2313 
to my colleagues and ask for their seri-
ous consideration of this measure. For 
those who doubt the need for this legis-
lation, if there are any doubters among 
us, I ask the following questions: 

Where do we begin to get serious to 
address this concern? 

Where do we begin to recognize that 
it will take literally years to develop 
an effective response? 

What are we doing to develop the col-
laboration across agencies to assure 
the American public we are developing 
an action plan to combat the problem? 

It is our hope that STAAR Act will 
begin to catalyze that response. 

That is the motive behind our intro-
duction of this legislation. 

We look forward to working with our 
colleagues on the Health, Education, 
Labor and Pensions Committee as con-
sideration of this legislation begins and 
we remain available to our colleagues 
to answer any questions or concerns 
they may have about this legislation. 

By Mr. SALAZAR (for himself, 
Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 2314. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to make geo-
thermal heat pump systems eligible for 
the energy credit and the residential 
energy efficient property credit, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, today 
I am joining my colleague Senator 
INHOFE in introducing the bipartisan 
Geothermal Heat Pump Development 
Act of 2007, which would provide Amer-
ican homes and businesses with tax 
credits to promote greater use of geo-
thermal heat pumps, GHPs. Geo-
thermal heat pumps are electrically- 
powered devices that use the earth’s 
natural heat storage ability to heat 
and cool homes and meet energy de-
mands. 

Buildings account for 39 percent of 
the primary energy consumption in the 
U.S. and 71 percent of U.S. electricity 
consumption. The lion’s share of this 
energy usage is for heating, cooling, 
and hot water. Making our buildings 
more energy efficient will therefore 
pay large energy dividends. According 
to the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy, GHPs are the most energy-efficient 
and environmentally clean space-con-
ditioning systems currently in use. 
GHPs can reduce site energy consump-
tion for climate control and water 
heating by as much as 40 percent com-
pared to air-source heat pumps and as 
much as 70 percent compared to a fossil 
fuel heating system and air-condi-
tioner. 

However, in the absence of Federal 
tax credits to help mitigate the com-
paratively high installation costs asso-
ciated with geothermal heat pump sys-
tems, American homeowners and busi-
nesses are reluctant to tap into this re-
liable technology. The SALAZAR-INHOFE 
bill would help overcome these cost 
barriers by amending current tax code 
to make geothermal heat pump sys-
tems eligible for the energy tax credit 
and the residential energy efficient 
property tax credit, for businesses and 
consumers, respectively. 

Specifically, businesses could claim 
an investment tax credit in the amount 
of 10 percent of the installed cost of a 
new geothermal heat pump system, and 
could claim an accelerated 3-year de-
preciation on such equipment. For ex-
ample, a business owner that spends 
$30,000 on a new GHP system would get 
a $3,000 tax credit and the accelerated 
depreciation provision would allow 
that business greater flexibility in re-
porting this capital expense. Con-
sumers could claim a credit in the 
amount of 30 percent of the installed 
cost of a new geothermal heat pump 
system up to a maximum credit of 
$2,000, so that, for example, a home 
owner who purchases a $15,000 GHP sys-
tem would receive a $2,000 tax credit. 
This consumer tax credit would be al-
lowable against the alternative min-
imum tax. 

Geothermal heat pumps are proven 
renewable energy technologies with 
significant energy efficiency gains and 
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long-term cost-savings potential com-
pared to conventional climate control 
systems. Geothermal heat pumps typi-
cally cost more than twice as much as 
a conventional fossil fuel furnace, but 
GHPs’ impressive efficiency gains 
allow a home or business owner to re-
coup their up-front costs within about 
ten years. 

Since their introduction in the 1980s, 
over 1 million GHPs have been in-
stalled in a wide variety of buildings, 
and in a diverse range of climates, 
across the U.S. Senator INHOFE and I 
are optimistic that the widespread 
adoption of geothermal heat pumps 
will not only save energy, but also cre-
ate good local jobs. Because GHP sys-
tems can be deployed virtually any-
where, the demand for qualified engi-
neers who can install and maintain 
these systems would surely expand. 

Geothermal heat pumps should be an 
important element of our efforts to en-
hance our buildings’ energy efficiency. 
By making it easier for American 
homes and business to embrace these 
extremely effective energy tech-
nologies, we will help develop a more 
secure, efficient and sustainable do-
mestic energy program founded on 
clean, renewable and reliable energy 
alternatives. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 367—COM-
MEMORATING THE 40TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE MASS MOVE-
MENT FOR SOVIET JEWISH 
FREEDOM AND THE 20TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE FREEDOM 
SUNDAY RALLY FOR SOVIET 
JEWRY ON THE NATIONAL MALL 
Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Mr. 

SPECTER, Mr. SMITH, Mr. VOINOVICH, 
Mr. BIDEN, Mrs. CLINTON, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
Mr. CONRAD, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. 
CASEY) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 367 

Whereas Jews living in the former Soviet 
Union were an oppressed cultural minority 
who faced systematic, state-sponsored dis-
crimination and difficulties in exercising 
their religion and culture, including the 
study of the Hebrew language; 

Whereas, in 1964, the American Jewish 
Conference on Soviet Jewry (AJCSJ) was 
founded to spearhead a national campaign on 
behalf of Soviet Jewry; 

Whereas, in 1964, the Student Struggle for 
Soviet Jewry was founded to demand free-
dom for Soviet Jewry; 

Whereas, in 1964, thousands of college stu-
dents rallied on behalf of Soviet Jewry in 
front of the United Nations; 

Whereas Israel’s victory in the 1967 Six- 
Day War inspired Soviet Jews to intensify 
their efforts to win the right to emigrate; 

Whereas, in 1967, the Soviet Union began 
an anti-Zionist propaganda campaign in the 
state-controlled mass media and a crack-
down on Jewish autonomy, galvanizing a 
mass advocacy movement in the United 
States; 

Whereas the Union of Councils for Soviet 
Jewry was founded in 1970 as a coalition of 
local grassroots ‘‘action’’ councils sup-
porting freedom for the Jews of the Soviet 
Union; 

Whereas, in 1971, the severe sentences, in-
cluding death, meted out to 9 Jews from Len-
ingrad who attempted to hijack a plane to 
flee the Soviet Union spurred worldwide pro-
tests; 

Whereas, in 1971, the National Conference 
on Soviet Jewry (NCSJ) succeeded the 
AJCSJ; 

Whereas, in 1971, mass emigration of Jews 
from the Soviet Union began; 

Whereas, in 1974, Senator Henry ‘‘Scoop’’ 
Jackson and Congressman Charles Vanik 
successfully attached an amendment to the 
Trade Act of 1974 linking trade benefits, now 
known as Normal Trade Relations, to the 
emigration and human rights practices of 
Communist countries, including the Soviet 
Union; 

Whereas, in 1975, President Gerald R. Ford 
signed into law the Jackson-Vanik amend-
ment to the Trade Act of 1974, after both 
houses of Congress unanimously backed it; 

Whereas, in 1978, the Congressional Wives 
for Soviet Jewry was founded; 

Whereas, in 1982, President Ronald Reagan 
signed into law House Joint Resolution 373 
(subsequently Public Law 97–157), expressing 
the sense of the Congress that the Soviet 
Union should cease its repressive actions 
against those who seek the freedom to emi-
grate or to practice their religious or cul-
tural traditions, drawing special attention to 
the hardships and discrimination imposed 
upon the Jewish community in the Soviet 
Union; 

Whereas, in 1983, the bipartisan Congres-
sional Human Rights Caucus was founded to 
advance the cause of human rights; 

Whereas, in 1984, the Congressional Coali-
tion for Soviet Jews was founded; 

Whereas, on December 6, 1987, an estimated 
250,000 people demonstrated on the National 
Mall in Washington, DC in support of free-
dom for Soviet Jews, in advance of a summit 
between Mikhail Gorbachev and President 
Reagan; 

Whereas, in 1989, the former Soviet Union 
opened its doors to allow the millions of So-
viet Jews who had been held as virtual pris-
oners within their own country to leave the 
country; 

Whereas, in 1991, the Supreme Soviet 
passed a law that codified the right of every 
citizen of the Soviet Union to emigrate, pre-
cipitating massive emigration by Jews, pri-
marily to Israel and the United States; 

Whereas, since 1975, more than 500,000 refu-
gees from areas of the former Soviet Union— 
many of them Jews, evangelical Christians, 
and Catholics—have resettled in the United 
States; 

Whereas the Soviet Jewish community in 
the United States today numbers between 
750,000 and 1,000,000, though some estimates 
are twice as high; 

Whereas Jewish immigrants from the 
former Soviet Union have greatly enriched 
the United States in areas as diverse as busi-
ness, professional sports, the arts, politics, 
and philanthropy; 

Whereas, in 1992, Congress passed the Free-
dom Support Act, making aid for the 15 inde-
pendent states of the former Soviet Union 
contingent on progress toward democratic 
self-government and respect for human 
rights; 

Whereas, since 2000, more than 400 inde-
pendent Jewish cultural organizations and 30 
Jewish day schools have been established in 
the independent states of the former Soviet 
Union; and 

Whereas the National Conference on Soviet 
Jewry and its partner organizations continue 

to work to promote the safety and human 
rights of Jews in the independent states of 
the former Soviet Union: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the significant contributions 

of American citizens of Jewish descent who 
emigrated from the Soviet Union; 

(2) commemorates the 40th anniversary of 
the mass movement for freedom by and on 
behalf of Soviet Jewry; 

(3) commemorates the 20th anniversary of 
the December 6, 1987, Freedom Sunday rally, 
a major landmark of Jewish activism in the 
United States; and 

(4) condemns incidents of anti-Semitism, 
xenophobia, and religious persecution wher-
ever they may occur in the independent 
states of the former Soviet Union and en-
courages the development and deepening of 
democracy, religious freedom, rule of law, 
and human rights in those states. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 368—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT, AT THE 20TH 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
THE CONSERVATION OF ATLAN-
TIC TUNAS, THE UNITED STATES 
SHOULD PURSUE A MORATO-
RIUM ON THE EASTERN ATLAN-
TIC AND MEDITERRANEAN 
BLUEFIN TUNA FISHERY TO EN-
SURE CONTROL OF THE FISHERY 
AND FURTHER FACILITATE RE-
COVERY OF THE STOCK, PURSUE 
STRENGTHENED CONSERVATION 
AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES 
TO FACILITATE THE RECOVERY 
OF THE ATLANTIC BLUEFIN 
TUNA, AND SEEK A REVIEW OF 
COMPLIANCE BY ALL NATIONS 
WITH THE INTERNATIONAL COM-
MISSION FOR THE CONSERVA-
TION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS’ CON-
SERVATION AND MANAGEMENT 
RECOMMENDATION FOR ATLAN-
TIC BLUEFIN TUNA AND OTHER 
SPECIES, AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES 

Mr. KERRY (for himself, Ms. SNOWE, 
and Mr. STEVENS) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation: 

S. RES. 368 

Whereas Atlantic bluefin tuna are a valu-
able commercial and recreational fishery of 
the United States and many other countries; 

Whereas the International Convention for 
the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas entered 
into force on March 21, 1969; 

Whereas the Convention established the 
International Commission for the Conserva-
tion of Atlantic Tunas to coordinate inter-
national research and develop, implement, 
and enforce compliance of the conservation 
and management recommendations on the 
Atlantic bluefin tuna and other highly mi-
gratory species in the Atlantic Ocean and 
the adjacent seas, including the Mediterra-
nean Sea; 

Whereas in 1974, the Commission adopted 
its first conservation and management rec-
ommendation to ensure the sustainability of 
Atlantic bluefin tuna throughout the Atlan-
tic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea, while al-
lowing for the maximum sustainable catch 
for food and other purposes; 
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Whereas in 1981, for management purposes, 

the Commission adopted a working hypoth-
esis of 2 Atlantic bluefin tuna stocks, with 1 
occurring west of 45 degrees west longitude 
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘‘western At-
lantic stock’’) and the other occurring east 
of 45 degrees west longitude (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the ‘‘eastern Atlantic and Medi-
terranean stock’’); 

Whereas, despite scientific recommenda-
tions intended to maintain bluefin tuna pop-
ulations at levels that will permit the max-
imum sustainable yield and ensure the fu-
ture of the stocks, the total allowable catch 
quotas have been consistently set at levels 
significantly higher than the recommended 
levels for the eastern Atlantic and Medi-
terranean stock; 

Whereas despite the establishment by the 
Commission of fishing quotas based on total 
allowable catch levels for the eastern Atlan-
tic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna fishery 
that exceed scientific recommendations, 
compliance with such quotas by parties to 
the Convention that harvest that stock has 
been extremely poor, most recently with 
harvests exceeding such total allowable 
catch levels by more than 50 percent for each 
of the last 4 years; 

Whereas insufficient data reporting in 
combination with unreliable national catch 
statistics has frequently undermined efforts 
by the Commission to assign quota overhar-
vests to specific countries; 

Whereas the failure of many Commission 
members fishing east of 45 degrees west lon-
gitude to comply with other Commission rec-
ommendations to conserve and control the 
overfished eastern Atlantic and Mediterra-
nean bluefin tuna stock has been an ongoing 
problem; 

Whereas the Commission’s Standing Com-
mittee on Research and Statistics noted in 
its 2006 report that the fishing mortality rate 
for the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean 
stock may be more than 3 times the level 
that would permit the stock to stabilize at 
the maximum sustainable catch level, and 
continuing to fish at the level of recent 
years ‘‘is expected to drive the spawning bio-
mass to a very low level’’ giving ‘‘rise to a 
high risk of fishery and stock collapse’’; 

Whereas the Standing Committee has rec-
ommended that the annual harvest levels for 
eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin 
tuna be reduced from 32,000 metric tons to 
approximately 15,000 metric tons to halt de-
cline of the resource and initiate rebuilding, 
and the United States supported this rec-
ommendation at the 2006 Commission meet-
ing; 

Whereas in 2006, the Commission adopted 
the ‘‘Recommendation by ICCAT to Estab-
lish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for 
Bluefin Tuna in the eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean’’ containing a wide range of 
management, monitoring, and control meas-
ures designed to facilitate the recovery of 
the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean 
bluefin tuna stock; 

Whereas the Recovery Plan is inadequate 
and allows overfishing and stock decline to 
continue, and initial information indicates 
that implementation of the plan in 2007 by 
many eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean 
bluefin tuna harvesting countries has been 
poor; 

Whereas since 1981, the Commission has 
adopted additional and more restrictive con-
servation and management recommenda-
tions for the western Atlantic bluefin tuna 
stock, and these recommendations have been 
implemented by Nations fishing west of 45 
degrees west longitude, including the United 
States, 

Whereas despite adopting, fully imple-
menting, and complying with a science-based 
rebuilding program for the western Atlantic 

bluefin tuna stock by countries fishing west 
of 45 degrees west longitude, catches and 
catch rates remain very low; 

Whereas many scientists believe that mix-
ing occurs between the western Atlantic 
bluefin tuna stock and the eastern Atlantic 
and Mediterranean stock, and as such, poor 
management and noncompliance with rec-
ommendations for one stock are likely to 
have an adverse effect on the other stock; 

Whereas additional research on stock mix-
ing will improve the understanding of the re-
lationship between eastern and western 
bluefin tuna stocks and other fisheries, 
which will assist in the conservation, recov-
ery, and management of the species through-
out its range: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the Senate That it is the sense 
of the Senate that the United States delega-
tion to the 20th Regular Meeting of the 
International Commission for the Conserva-
tion of Atlantic Tunas, should— 

(1) seek the adoption of a harvesting mora-
torium, which includes appropriate mecha-
nisms to ensure compliance, on the eastern 
Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna 
fishery of sufficient duration to begin the 
process of stock recovery and allow for the 
development and implementation of an effec-
tive program of monitoring and control on 
the fishery when the moratorium ends; 

(2) seek to strengthen the conservation and 
management of the eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean bluefin tuna by making rec-
ommendations to halt the decline of the 
stock and begin to rebuild it; 

(3) reevaluate the implementation, effec-
tiveness, and relevance of the Commission 
recommendation entitled ‘‘Recommendation 
by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual Re-
covery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the eastern 
Atlantic and Mediterranean’’ (Recommenda-
tion 06–05), and seek from Commission mem-
bers that have failed to fully implement the 
terms of the recommendations detailed jus-
tification for their lack of compliance; 

(4) pursue a review and assessment of com-
pliance with conservation and management 
measures adopted by the Commission and in 
effect for the 2006 eastern Atlantic and Medi-
terranean bluefin tuna fishery, occurring 
east of 45 degrees west longitude, and other 
fisheries that are subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Commission, including data collection 
and reporting requirements; 

(5) seek to address noncompliance by par-
ties to the Convention with such measures 
through appropriate actions, including, as 
appropriate, deducting a portion of a future 
quota for a party to compensate for such 
party exceeding its quota in prior years; and 

(6) pursue additional research on the rela-
tionship between the western Atlantic and 
eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin 
tuna stocks and the extent to which the pop-
ulations intermingle. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 369—DESIG-
NATING NOVEMBER 25, 2007, AS 
‘‘DRIVE SAFER SUNDAY’’ 
Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr. 

ISAKSON, and Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 369 

Whereas motor vehicle travel is the pri-
mary means of transportation in the United 
States; 

Whereas everyone traveling on the roads 
and highways needs to drive more safely to 
reduce deaths and injuries resulting from 
motor vehicle accidents; 

Whereas, according to the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration, wearing 
a seat belt saved 15,434 lives in 2004, 15,632 
lives in 2005, and 15,383 lives in 2006; 

Whereas Secretary of Transportation Mary 
Peters wants all people of the United States 
to understand the life-saving importance of 
wearing a seat belt and encourages motorists 
to drive safely, not just during the holiday 
season, but every time they get behind the 
wheel; and 

Whereas the Sunday after Thanksgiving is 
the busiest highway traffic day of the year: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) encourages— 
(A) high schools, colleges, universities, ad-

ministrators, teachers, primary schools, and 
secondary schools to launch campus-wide 
educational campaigns to urge students to 
be careful about safety when driving; 

(B) national trucking firms to alert their 
drivers to be especially focused on driving 
safely during the heaviest traffic day of the 
year, and to publicize the importance of the 
day using Citizen’s Band (CB) radios and in 
truck stops across the Nation; 

(C) clergy to remind their members to 
travel safely when attending services and 
gatherings; 

(D) law enforcement personnel to remind 
drivers and passengers to drive particularly 
safely on the Sunday after Thanksgiving; 
and 

(E) all people of the United States to use 
the Sunday after Thanksgiving as an oppor-
tunity to educate themselves about highway 
safety; and 

(2) designates November 25, 2007, as ‘‘Drive 
Safer Sunday’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 370—SUP-
PORTING AND ENCOURAGING 
GREATER SUPPORT FOR VET-
ERANS DAY EACH YEAR 

Mrs. DOLE (for herself and Mr. NEL-
SON of Florida) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 370 

Whereas veterans of service in the United 
States Armed Forces have served the Nation 
with honor and at great personal sacrifice; 

Whereas the American people owe the se-
curity of the Nation to those who have de-
fended it; 

Whereas, on Memorial Day each year, the 
Nation honors those who have lost their 
lives in service to the Nation; 

Whereas, on Veterans Day each year, the 
Nation honors those who have defended de-
mocracy by serving in the Armed Forces; 

Whereas the observance of Memorial Day 
and Veterans Day is an expression of faith in 
democracy, faith in American values, and 
faith that those who fight for freedom will 
defeat those whose cause is unjust; 

Whereas section 116(a) of title 36, United 
States Code, provides that ‘‘The last Monday 
in May is Memorial Day’’ and section 116(b) 
of that title requests the President to issue 
a proclamation each year calling on the peo-
ple of the United States to observe Memorial 
Day by praying, according to their indi-
vidual religious faith, for permanent peace, 
designating a period of time on Memorial 
Day during which the people may unite in 
prayer for a permanent peace, calling on the 
people of the United States to unite in pray-
er at that time, and calling on the media to 
join in observing Memorial Day and the pe-
riod of prayer; 

Whereas section 4 of the National Moment 
of Remembrance Act (Public Law 106–579) 
provides, ‘‘The minute beginning at 3:00 p.m. 
(local time) on Memorial Day each year is 
designated as the ‘National Moment of Re-
membrance’ ’’; and 
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Whereas Section 6103(a) of title 5, United 

States Code, provides that ‘‘Memorial Day, 
the last Monday in May’’ and ‘‘Veteran’s 
Day, November 11’’ are legal public holidays: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate 
(1) encourages the people of the United 

States to demonstrate their support for vet-
erans on Veterans Day each year by treating 
that day as a special day of reflection; and 

(2) encourages schools and teachers to edu-
cate students on the great contributions vet-
erans have made to the country and its his-
tory, both while serving as members of the 
United States Armed Forces and after com-
pleting their service. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3502. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, Mr. KERRY, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. DODD, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. BIDEN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. 
SALAZAR) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2419, 
to provide for the continuation of agricul-
tural programs through fiscal year 2012, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3503. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3504. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and 
Mr. VITTER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3505. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3506. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
MARTINEZ, Mr. CASEY, Ms. STABENOW, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr. INOUYE) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3507. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3508. Mr. REID (for Mr. DORGAN (for 
himself, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and Mr. TESTER)) 
proposed an amendment to amendment SA 
3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3509. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to amendment SA 3508 proposed by Mr. REID 
(for Mr. DORGAN (for himself, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. HARKIN, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mr. JOHNSON, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and 
Mr. TESTER)) to the amendment SA 3500 pro-
posed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3510. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3511. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to amendment SA 3510 proposed by Mr. REID 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3512. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3513. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to amendment SA 3512 proposed by Mr. REID 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3514. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to amendment SA 3513 proposed by Mr. REID 
to the amendment SA 3512 proposed by Mr. 
REID to the bill H.R. 2419, supra. 

SA 3515. Mr. STEVENS (for himself and 
Mrs. MCCASKILL) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3516. Mr. TESTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3517. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3518. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3519. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3520. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3500 
proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3521. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3522. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3523. Ms. STABENOW submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3524. Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SPECTER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3525. Ms. MIKULSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3526. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3527. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, MR. BAUCUS, 
and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3528. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3529. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3530. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, MR. BAUCUS, 
and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3531. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3532. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3533. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3534. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3535. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3536. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3537. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3538. Mr. AKAKA (for himself, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. 
WYDEN, and Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3539. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3540. Mr. CASEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3541. Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. AL-
LARD, and Mr. BROWNBACK) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3542. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. NELSON, of Nebraska, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. SALAZAR, 
and Mr. COLEMAN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 2419, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3543. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
DOMENICI, Mr. CASEY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. COLE-
MAN, and Mr. FEINGOLD) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. HARKIN 
(for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3502. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. KERRY, Mr. FEIN-
GOLD, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. 
DODD, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. BIDEN, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. SNOWE, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. SALAZAR) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES14002 November 6, 2007 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2419, 
to provide for the continuation of agri-
cultural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VIII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 82lll. PREVENTION OF ILLEGAL LOGGING 

PRACTICES. 

The Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 are 
amended— 

(1) in section 2 (16 U.S.C. 3371)— 
(A) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(f) PLANT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘plant’ means 

any wild member of the plant kingdom, in-
cluding roots, seeds, parts, and products 
thereof. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘plant’ ex-
cludes any common food crop or cultivar 
that is a species not listed— 

‘‘(A) on the most recent appendices to the 
Convention on International Trade in Endan-
gered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, done 
at Washington on March 3, 1973 (27 UST 1087; 
TIAS 8249); or 

‘‘(B) as an endangered or threatened spe-
cies under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).’’; 

(B) in subsection (h), by inserting ‘‘also’’ 
after ‘‘plants the term’’; and 

(C) by striking subsection (j) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(j) TAKE.—The term ‘take’ means— 
‘‘(1) to capture, kill, or collect; and 
‘‘(2) with respect to a plant, also to har-

vest, cut, log, or remove.’’; 
(2) in section 3 (16 U.S.C. 3372)— 
(A) in subsection (a)— 
(i) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-

graph (B) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(B) any plant— 
‘‘(i) taken, transported, possessed, or sold 

in violation of any law or regulation of any 
State or any foreign law that protects plants 
or that regulates— 

‘‘(I) the theft of plants; 
‘‘(II) the taking of plants from a park, for-

est reserve, or other officially protected 
area; 

‘‘(III) the taking of plants from an offi-
cially designated area; or 

‘‘(IV) the taking of plants without, or con-
trary to, required authorization; 

‘‘(ii) taken, transported, or exported with-
out the payment of royalties, taxes, or 
stumpage fees required by any law or regula-
tion of any State or any foreign law; or 

‘‘(iii) exported or transshipped in violation 
of any law or regulation of any State or any 
foreign law; or’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara-
graph (B) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) to possess any plant— 
‘‘(i) taken, transported, possessed, or sold 

in violation of any law or regulation of any 
State or any foreign law that protects plants 
or that regulates— 

‘‘(I) the theft of plants; 
‘‘(II) the taking of plants from a park, for-

est reserve, or other officially protected 
area; 

‘‘(III) the taking of plants from an offi-
cially designated area; or 

‘‘(IV) the taking of plants without, or con-
trary to, required authorization; 

‘‘(ii) taken, transported, or exported with-
out the payment of royalties, taxes, or 
stumpage fees required by any law or regula-
tion of any State or any foreign law; or 

‘‘(iii) exported or transshipped in violation 
of any law or regulation of any State or any 
foreign law; or’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(f) PLANT DECLARATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective 180 days from 
the date of enactment of this subsection and 
except as provided in paragraph (3), it shall 
be unlawful for any person to import any 
plant unless the person files upon importa-
tion where clearance is requested a declara-
tion that contains— 

‘‘(A) the scientific name of any plant (in-
cluding the genus and species of the plant) 
contained in the importation; 

‘‘(B) a description of— 
‘‘(i) the value of the importation; and 
‘‘(ii) the quantity, including the unit of 

measure, of the plant; and 
‘‘(C) the name of the country from which 

the plant was taken. 
‘‘(2) DECLARATION RELATING TO PLANT PROD-

UCTS.—Until the date on which the Secretary 
promulgates a regulation under paragraph 
(6), a declaration relating to a plant product 
shall— 

‘‘(A) in the case in which the species of 
plant used to produce the plant product that 
is the subject of the importation varies, and 
the species used to produce the plant product 
is unknown, contain the name of each spe-
cies of plant that may have been used to 
produce the plant product; and 

‘‘(B) in the case in which the species of 
plant used to produce the plant product that 
is the subject of the importation is com-
monly taken from more than 1 country, and 
the country from which the plant was taken 
and used to produce the plant product is un-
known, contain the name of each country 
from which the plant may have been taken. 

‘‘(3) EXCLUSIONS.—The declaration require-
ments of paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not 
apply to plants used exclusively as wood and 
paper packaging materials used to support, 
protect, or carry a commodity, unless the 
wood and paper packaging materials are the 
commodity being imported. 

‘‘(4) REVIEW.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall review the im-
plementation of each requirement described 
in paragraphs (1) and (2). 

‘‘(B) REVIEW OF EXCLUDED WOOD AND PAPER 
PACKAGING MATERIALS.—The Secretary— 

‘‘(i) shall, in conducting the review under 
subparagraph (A), consider the effect of ex-
cluding the materials described in paragraph 
(3); and 

‘‘(ii) may limit the scope of the exclusions 
under paragraph (3) if the Secretary deter-
mines, based on the review, that the limita-
tions in scope are warranted. 

‘‘(5) REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date on which the Secretary com-
pletes the review under paragraph (4), the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a report con-
taining— 

‘‘(i) an evaluation of— 
‘‘(I) the effectiveness of each type of infor-

mation required under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
in assisting enforcement of section 3; and 

‘‘(II) the potential to harmonize each re-
quirement described in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
with other applicable import regulations in 
existence as of the date of the report; 

‘‘(ii) recommendations for such legislation 
as the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate to assist in the identification of plants 
that are imported into the United States in 
violation of section 3; and 

‘‘(iii) an analysis of the effect of the provi-
sions of subsection (a) and (f) on— 

‘‘(I) the cost of legal plant imports; and 
‘‘(II) the extent and methodology of illegal 

logging practices and trafficking. 
‘‘(B) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In conducting 

the review under paragraph (4), the Sec-
retary shall provide public notice and an op-
portunity for comment. 

‘‘(6) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date on which 
the Secretary completes the review under 
paragraph (4), the Secretary may promulgate 
regulations— 

‘‘(A) to limit the applicability of any re-
quirement described in paragraph (2) to spe-
cific plant products; and 

‘‘(B) to make any other necessary modi-
fication to any requirement described in 
paragraph (2), as determined by the Sec-
retary based on the review under paragraph 
(4).’’; and 

(3) in section 7(a)(1) (16 U.S.C. 3376(a)(1)), 
by striking ‘‘section 4’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 3(f), section 4,’’. 

SA 3503. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide 
for the continuation of agricultural 
programs through fiscal year 2012, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1107l. PENNINGTON BIOMEDICAL RE-

SEARCH CENTER. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the Pennington Biomedical Research 

Center (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Center’’) is an outstanding facility, several 
investigators employed by which have posi-
tive international reputations; and 

(2)(A) Congress has directed the Secretary, 
acting through the Administrator of the Ag-
ricultural Research Service, to collaborate 
with the Center— 

(i) to establish a human nutrition research 
program with the Center; and 

(ii) to employ scientists of the Agricultural 
Research Service focusing on obesity at the 
state-of-the-art facilities of the Center; but 

(B) concern exists regarding the prompt-
ness with which the Secretary has— 

(i) integrated the Center into the human 
nutrition research program of the Agricul-
tural Research Service; and 

(ii) provided funding to the Center. 
(b) DESIGNATION AND FUNDING.—As soon as 

practicable after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(1) officially designate the Center as an 
‘‘Agricultural Research Service Human Nu-
trition Center’’; and 

(2) provide to the Center adequate funding 
in accordance with the formula used by the 
Secretary to provide funding to other Agri-
cultural Research Service Human Nutrition 
Centers. 

(c) EFFECT ON OTHER CENTERS.—The provi-
sion of funds to the Center pursuant to sub-
section (b)(2) shall not unjustly reduce the 
amount provided to any other Agricultural 
Research Service Human Nutrition Center 
by the Secretary under any other law (in-
cluding regulations). 

SA 3504. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself 
and Mr. VITTER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE llDOMESTIC PET TURTLE 
MARKET ACCESS 

SEC. ll. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Domestic 

Pet Turtle Market Access Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. ll. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
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(1) Pet turtles less than 10.2 centimeters in 

diameter have been banned for sale in the 
United States by the Food and Drug Admin-
istration since 1975 due to health concerns. 

(2) The Food and Drug Administration does 
not ban the sale of iguanas or other lizards, 
snakes, frogs, or other amphibians or rep-
tiles that are sold as pets in the United 
States that carry salmonella bacteria. The 
Food and Drug Administration also does not 
require that these animals be treated for sal-
monella bacteria before being sold as pets. 

(3) The technology to treat turtles for sal-
monella, and make them safe for sale, has 
greatly advanced since 1975. Treatments 
exist that can nearly eradicate salmonella 
from turtles, and individuals are more aware 
of the causes of salmonella, how to treat sal-
monella poisoning, and the seriousness asso-
ciated with salmonella poisoning. 

(4) University research has shown that 
these turtles can be treated in such a way 
that they can be raised, shipped, and distrib-
uted without having a recolonization of sal-
monella. 

(5) University research has also shown that 
pet owners can be equipped with a treatment 
regimen that allows the turtle to be main-
tained safe from salmonella. 

(6) The Food and Drug Administration 
should allow the sale of turtles less than 10.2 
centimeters in diameter as pets as long as 
the sellers are required to use proven meth-
ods to treat these turtles for salmonella. 
SEC. ll. SALE OF BABY TURTLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Food and Drug 
Administration shall not restrict the sale by 
a turtle farmer, wholesaler, or commercial 
retail seller of a turtle that is less than 10.2 
centimeters in diameter as a pet if— 

(1) the State or territory in which the pet 
turtle farmer of the turtle is located has de-
veloped a regulatory process by which pet 
turtle farmers are required to have a State 
license to breed, hatch, propagate, raise, 
grow, receive, ship, transport, export, or sell 
pet turtles or pet turtle eggs; 

(2) such State or territory requires certifi-
cation of sanitization that is signed by a vet-
erinarian who is licensed in the State or ter-
ritory, and approved by the State or terri-
tory agency in charge of regulating the sale 
of pet turtles; 

(3) the certification of sanitization re-
quires each turtle to be sanitized or treated 
for diseases, including salmonella, and is de-
pendant upon using the Siebeling method, or 
other such proven nonantibiotic method, to 
make the turtle salmonella-free; and 

(4) the turtle farmer or commercial retail 
seller includes, with the sale of such a turtle, 
a disclosure to the buyer that includes— 

(A) information regarding— 
(i) the possibility that salmonella can re-

colonize in turtles; 
(ii) the dangers, including possible severe 

illness or death, especially for at-risk people 
who may be susceptible to salmonella poi-
soning, such as children, pregnant women, 
and others who may have weak immune sys-
tems, that could result if the turtle is not 
properly handled and safely maintained; 

(iii) the proper handling of the turtle, in-
cluding an explanation of proper hygiene 
such as handwashing after handling a turtle; 
and 

(iv) the proven methods of treatment that, 
if properly applied, keep the turtle safe from 
salmonella; 

(B) a detailed explanation of how to prop-
erly treat the turtle to keep it safe from sal-
monella, using the proven methods of treat-
ment referred to under subparagraph (A), 
and how the buyer can continue to purchase 
the tools, treatments, or any other required 
item to continually treat the turtle; and 

(C) a statement that buyers of pet turtles 
should not abandon the turtle or abandon 
the turtle outside, as the turtle may become 
an invasive species to the local community, 
but should instead return the turtle to a 
commercial retail pet seller or other organi-
zation that would accept turtles no longer 
wanted as pets. 

(b) FDA REVIEW OF STATE PROTECTIONS.— 
The Commissioner of Food and Drugs may, 
after providing an opportunity for the af-
fected State to respond, restrict the sale of a 
turtle only if the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services determines that the actual 
implementation of State health protections 
described in subsection (a) are insufficient to 
protect consumers against infections dis-
eases acquired from such turtle at the time 
of sale. 

SA 3505. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide 
for the continuation of agricultural 
programs through fiscal year 2012, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the miscella-
neous title, insert the following: 
SEC. lll. LEAFY GREEN VEGETABLES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) unique requirements exist with respect 

to the production of safe, nutritious, and 
healthy leafy green vegetables; and 

(2) it is necessary to regulate the produc-
tion of leafy green vegetables under 1 mar-
keting order that encompasses all leafy 
green vegetable production in the United 
States. 

(b) NATIONAL MARKETING ORDERS.—Section 
8c of the Agricultural Adjustment Act (7 
U.S.C. 608c), reenacted with amendments by 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and 
indenting the clauses appropriately; 

(B) by striking the paragraph designation 
and heading and all that follows through 
‘‘Except’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(8) ORDERS WITH MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B) and except’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) LEAFY GREEN VEGETABLES.— 
‘‘(i) DEFINITION OF LEAFY GREEN VEGE-

TABLE.—In this subparagraph, the term 
‘leafy green vegetable’ includes— 

‘‘(I) arugula; 
‘‘(II) baby leaf lettuce (immature lettuce 

or leafy greens); 
‘‘(III) butter lettuce; 
‘‘(IV) chard; 
‘‘(V) endive (excluding Belgian endive); 
‘‘(VI) escarole; 
‘‘(VII) green leaf lettuce; 
‘‘(VIII) green, red, and savoy cabbage; 
‘‘(IX) iceberg lettuce; 
‘‘(X) kale; 
‘‘(XI) red leaf lettuce; 
‘‘(XII) romaine lettuce; 
‘‘(XIII) spinach; and 
‘‘(XIV) spring mix. 
‘‘(ii) APPROVAL BY HANDLERS.—Notwith-

standing any other provision of this Act, the 
Secretary may establish a national mar-
keting order for leafy green vegetables only 
on approval by— 

‘‘(I) 2⁄3 of the total number of handlers of 
leafy green vegetables in all States that par-
ticipate in an election held by the Secretary 
for purposes of the approval; or 

‘‘(II) handlers of leafy green vegetables 
that, as determined by the Secretary, handle 

not less than 2⁄3 of the volume of leafy green 
vegetables handled by the total number of 
handlers of leafy green vegetables in all 
States that participate in an election held by 
the Secretary for purposes of the approval. 

‘‘(iii) CONTENTS.—A marketing order estab-
lished pursuant to this subparagraph may 
provide quality requirements relating to 
food safety in the production and processing 
of leafy green vegetables. 

‘‘(iv) PERIOD OF EFFECTIVENESS.—A mar-
keting order established pursuant to this 
subparagraph shall remain in effect until the 
earlier of— 

‘‘(I) the date of termination of the mar-
keting order under paragraph (16)(B)(ii); and 

‘‘(II) the date on which the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services assumes respon-
sibility, pursuant to Federal law, for safe 
handling in the leafy green vegetable indus-
try.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (16)(B)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(B) The Secretary’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(B) TERMINATION OF MARKETING AGREE-

MENTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the Secretary’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) LEAFY GREEN VEGETABLES.—Notwith-

standing clause (i), the Secretary may termi-
nate a marketing order established pursuant 
to paragraph (8)(B) only on approval by— 

‘‘(I) 1⁄2 of the total number of handlers of 
leafy green vegetables in all States that par-
ticipate in an election held by the Secretary 
for purposes of the approval; or 

‘‘(II) handlers of leafy green vegetables 
that, as determined by the Secretary, handle 
more than 1⁄2 of the volume of leafy green 
vegetables handled by the total number of 
handlers of leafy green vegetables in all 
States that participate in an election held by 
the Secretary for purposes of the approval.’’. 

(c) LIMITATIONS ON IMPORTATION.—Section 
8e(a) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act (7 
U.S.C. 608e–1(a)), reenacted with amend-
ments by the Agricultural Marketing Agree-
ment Act of 1937, is amended in the first sen-
tence by inserting ‘‘leafy green vegetables,’’ 
after ‘‘pistachios,’’. 

SA 3506. Ms. FEINSTEIN (for herself, 
Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. CASEY, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. CARDIN, 
and Mr. INOUYE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle A of title 
XI, insert the following: 
SEC. 1103lll. RESTORATION OF IMPORT AND 

ENTRY AGRICULTURAL INSPECTION 
FUNCTIONS TO DEPARTMENT OF AG-
RICULTURE. 

(a) REPEAL OF TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS.— 
Sections 310 and 421 of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 190, 231) are re-
pealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO FUNCTION 
OF SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY.—Sec-
tion 402 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 
(6 U.S.C. 202) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (7); and 
(2) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-

graph (7). 
(c) TRANSFER AGREEMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than the effec-

tive date described in subsection (g), the Sec-
retary and the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall enter into an agreement to effec-
tuate the return of functions required by the 
amendments made by this section. 
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(2) USE OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES.—The agree-

ment may include authority for the Sec-
retary to use employees of the Department 
of Homeland Security to carry out authori-
ties delegated to the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service regarding the pro-
tection of domestic livestock and plants. 

(d) RESTORATION OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRI-
CULTURE EMPLOYEES.—Not later than the ef-
fective date described in subsection (g), all 
full-time equivalent positions of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture transferred to the De-
partment of Homeland Security under sec-
tion 310 or 421(g) of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 190, 231(g)) (as in effect 
on the day before the effective date described 
in subsection (g)) shall be restored to the De-
partment of Agriculture. 

(e) AUTHORITY OF APHIS.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary shall establish within the Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service a program, 
to be known as the ‘‘International Agricul-
tural Inspection Program’’, under which the 
Administrator of the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘‘Administrator’’) shall 
carry out import and entry agricultural in-
spections. 

(2) INFORMATION GATHERING AND INSPEC-
TIONS.—In carrying out the program under 
paragraph (1), the Administrator shall have 
full access to— 

(A) each secure area of any terminal for 
screening passengers or cargo under the con-
trol of the Department of Homeland Security 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this Act for purposes of carrying out inspec-
tions and gathering information; and 

(B) each database (including any database 
relating to cargo manifests or employee and 
business records) under the control of the 
Department of Homeland Security on the 
day before the date of enactment of this Act 
for purposes of gathering information. 

(3) INSPECTION ALERTS.—The Administrator 
may issue inspection alerts, including by in-
dicating cargo to be held for immediate in-
spection. 

(4) INSPECTION USER FEES.—The Adminis-
trator may, as applicable— 

(A) continue to collect any agricultural 
quarantine inspection user fee; and 

(B) administer any reserve account for the 
fees. 

(5) CAREER TRACK PROGRAM.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

establish a program, to be known as the ‘‘im-
port and entry agriculture inspector career 
track program’’, to support the development 
of long-term career professionals with exper-
tise in import and entry agriculture inspec-
tion. 

(B) STRATEGIC PLAN AND TRAINING.—In car-
rying out the program under this paragraph, 
the Administrator, in coordination with the 
Secretary, shall— 

(i) develop a strategic plan to incorporate 
import and entry agricultural inspectors 
into the infrastructure protecting food, fiber, 
forests, bioenergy, and the environment of 
the United States from animal and plant 
pests, diseases, and noxious weeds; and 

(ii) as part of the plan under clause (i), pro-
vide training for import and entry agricul-
tural inspectors participating in the program 
not less frequently than once each year to 
improve inspection skills 

(f) DUTIES OF SECRETARY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) develop standard operating procedures 

for inspection, monitoring, and auditing re-
lating to import and entry agricultural in-
spections, in accordance with recommenda-
tions from the Comptroller General of the 
United States and reports of interagency ad-
visory groups, as applicable; and 

(B) ensure that the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service has a national 
electronic system with real-time tracking 
capability for monitoring, tracking, and re-
porting inspection activities of the Service. 

(2) FEDERAL AND STATE COOPERATION.— 
(A) COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.—The Sec-

retary shall develop and maintain an inte-
grated, real-time communication system 
with respect to import and entry agricul-
tural inspections to alert State departments 
of agriculture of significant inspection find-
ings of the Animal and Plant Health Inspec-
tion Service. 

(B) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 
(i) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a committee, to be known as the 
‘‘International Trade Inspection Advisory 
Committee’’ (referred to in this subpara-
graph as the ‘‘committee’’), to advise the 
Secretary on policies and other issues relat-
ing to import and entry agricultural inspec-
tion. 

(ii) MODEL.—In establishing the com-
mittee, the Secretary shall use as a model 
the Agricultural Trade Advisory Committee. 

(iii) MEMBERSHIP.—The committee shall be 
composed of members representing— 

(I) State departments of agriculture; 
(II) directors of ports and airports in the 

United States; 
(III) the transportation industry; 
(IV) the public; and 
(V) such other entities as the Secretary de-

termines to be appropriate. 
(3) REPORT.—Not less frequently than once 

each year, the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a report containing an assessment 
of— 

(A) the resource needs for import and entry 
agricultural inspection, including the num-
ber of inspectors required; 

(B) the adequacy of— 
(i) inspection and monitoring procedures 

and facilities in the United States; and 
(ii) the strategic plan developed under sub-

section (e)(5)(B)(i); and 
(C) new and potential technologies and 

practices, including recommendations re-
garding the technologies and practices, to 
improve import and entry agricultural in-
spection. 

(4) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall pay the 
costs of each import and entry agricultural 
inspector employed by the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service from amounts 
made available to the Department of Agri-
culture for the applicable fiscal year. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section take effect on the date 
that is 180 days after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SA 3507. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 563, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 3205. QUALITY REQUIREMENTS FOR 

CLEMENTINES. 
Section 8e(a) of the Agricultural Adjust-

ment Act (7 U.S.C. 608e–1(a)), reenacted with 
amendments by the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, is amended in the 
matter preceding the first proviso in the 
first sentence by inserting ‘‘clementines,’’ 
after ‘‘nectarines,’’. 

SA 3508. Mr. REID (for Mr. DORGAN 
(for himself, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HAR-
KIN, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. FEIN-

GOLD, Mr. JOHNSON, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
and Mr. TESTER)) proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 3500 proposed 
by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, to pro-
vide for the continuation of agricul-
tural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; as follows: 

Beginning on page 187, strike line 8 and all 
that follows through page 209, line 18, and in-
sert the following: 

SEC. 1703. PAYMENT LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001 of the Food 
Security of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking para-
graphs (1) and (2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) ENTITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘entity’ 

means— 
‘‘(i) an organization that (subject to the re-

quirements of this section and section 1001A) 
is eligible to receive a payment under a pro-
vision of law referred to in subsection (b) or 
(c); 

‘‘(ii) a corporation, joint stock company, 
association, limited partnership, limited li-
ability company, limited liability partner-
ship, charitable organization, estate, irrev-
ocable trust, grantor of a revocable trust, or 
other similar entity (as determined by the 
Secretary); and 

‘‘(iii) an organization that is participating 
in a farming operation as a partner in a gen-
eral partnership or as a participant in a joint 
venture. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘entity’ does 
not include a general partnership or joint 
venture. 

‘‘(C) ESTATES.—In promulgating regula-
tions to define the term ‘entity’ as the term 
applies to estates, the Secretary shall ensure 
that fair and equitable treatment is given to 
estates and the beneficiaries of estates. 

‘‘(D) IRREVOCABLE TRUSTS.—In promul-
gating regulations to define the term ‘entity’ 
as the term applies to irrevocable trusts, the 
Secretary shall ensure that irrevocable 
trusts are legitimate entities that have not 
been created for the purpose of avoiding a 
payment limitation. 

‘‘(2) INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘individual’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) a natural person, and any minor child 
of the natural person (as determined by the 
Secretary), who, subject to the requirements 
of this section and section 1001A, is eligible 
to receive a payment under a provision of 
law referred to in subsection (b), (c), or (d); 
and 

‘‘(B) a natural person participating in a 
farming operation as a partner in a general 
partnership, a participant in a joint venture, 
a grantor of a revocable trust, or a partici-
pant in a similar entity (as determined by 
the Secretary).’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON DIRECT PAYMENTS.—The 
total amount of direct payments that an in-
dividual or entity may receive, directly or 
indirectly, during any crop year under part I 
or III of subtitle A of title I of the Food and 
Energy Security Act of 2007 for 1 or more 
covered commodities and peanuts, or aver-
age crop revenue payments determined under 
section 1401(b)(2) of that Act, shall not ex-
ceed $20,000.’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON COUNTER-CYCLICAL PAY-
MENTS.—The total amount of counter-cycli-
cal payments that an individual or entity 
may receive, directly or indirectly, during 
any crop year under part I or III of subtitle 
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A or C of title I of the Food and Energy Se-
curity Act of 2007 for 1 or more covered com-
modities and peanuts, or average crop rev-
enue payments determined under section 
1401(b)(3) of that Act, shall not exceed 
$30,000.’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(d) LIMITATIONS ON MARKETING LOAN 
GAINS, LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENTS, AND 
COMMODITY CERTIFICATE TRANSACTIONS.—The 
total amount of the following gains and pay-
ments that an individual or entity may re-
ceive during any crop year may not exceed 
$75,000: 

‘‘(1)(A) Any gain realized by a producer 
from repaying a marketing assistance loan 
for 1 or more loan commodities and peanuts 
under part II of subtitle A of title I of the 
Food and Energy Security Act of 2007 at a 
lower level than the original loan rate estab-
lished for the loan commodity under that 
subtitle. 

‘‘(B) In the case of settlement of a mar-
keting assistance loan for 1 or more loan 
commodities and peanuts under that subtitle 
by forfeiture, the amount by which the loan 
amount exceeds the repayment amount for 
the loan if the loan had been settled by re-
payment instead of forfeiture. 

‘‘(2) Any loan deficiency payments received 
for 1 or more loan commodities and peanuts 
under that subtitle. 

‘‘(3) Any gain realized from the use of a 
commodity certificate issued by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation for 1 or more loan 
commodities and peanuts, as determined by 
the Secretary, including the use of a certifi-
cate for the settlement of a marketing as-
sistance loan made under that subtitle or 
section 1307 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 7957).’’; 

(5) by striking subsection (e); 
(6) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 

as subsections (i) and (j), respectively; 
(7) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(e) PAYMENTS TO INDIVIDUALS AND ENTI-

TIES.—Notwithstanding, subsections (b) 
through (d), an individual or entity may re-
ceive, directly or indirectly, through all 
ownership interests of the individual or enti-
ty, from all sources, payments or gains (as 
applicable) for a crop year that shall not ex-
ceed an amount equal to twice the applicable 
dollar amounts specified in subsections (b), 
(c), and (d). 

‘‘(f) SINGLE FARMING OPERATION.—Notwith-
standing subsections (b) through (d), if an in-
dividual or entity participates only in a sin-
gle farming operation and receives, directly 
or indirectly, any payment or gain covered 
by this section through the farming oper-
ation, the total amount of payments or gains 
(as applicable) covered by this section that 
the individual or entity may receive during 
any crop year shall not exceed an amount 
equal to twice the applicable dollar amounts 
specified in subsections (b), (c), and (d). 

‘‘(g) SPOUSAL EQUITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

sections (b) through (f), except as provided in 
paragraph (2), if an individual and the spouse 
of the individual are covered by paragraph 
(2) and receive, directly or indirectly, any 
payment or gain covered by this section, the 
total amount of payments or gains (as appli-
cable) covered by this section that the indi-
vidual and spouse may jointly receive during 
any crop year may not exceed an amount 
equal to twice the applicable dollar amounts 
specified in subsections (b), (c), and (d). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) SEPARATE FARMING OPERATIONS.—In 

the case of a married couple in which each 
spouse, before the marriage, was separately 
engaged in an unrelated farming operation, 
each spouse shall be treated as a separate in-
dividual with respect to a farming operation 

brought into the marriage by a spouse, sub-
ject to the condition that the farming oper-
ation shall remain a separate farming oper-
ation, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) ELECTION TO RECEIVE SEPARATE PAY-
MENTS.—A married couple may elect to re-
ceive payments separately in the name of 
each spouse if the total amount of payments 
and benefits described in subsections (b), (c), 
and (d) that the married couple receives, di-
rectly or indirectly, does not exceed an 
amount equal to twice the applicable dollar 
amounts specified in those subsections. 

‘‘(h) ATTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall issue 

such regulations as are necessary to ensure 
that all payments or gains (as applicable) are 
attributed to an individual by taking into 
account the direct and indirect ownership in-
terests of the individual in an entity that is 
eligible to receive such payments or gains 
(as applicable). 

‘‘(2) PAYMENTS TO AN INDIVIDUAL.—Every 
payment made directly to an individual shall 
be combined with the individual’s pro rata 
interest in payments received by an entity 
or entities in which the individual has a di-
rect or indirect ownership interest. 

‘‘(3) PAYMENTS TO AN ENTITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Every payment or gain 

(as applicable) made to an entity shall be at-
tributed to those individuals who have a di-
rect or indirect ownership in the entity. 

‘‘(B) ATTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(i) PAYMENT LIMITS.—Except as provided 

by clause (ii), payments or gains (as applica-
ble) made to an entity shall not exceed twice 
the amounts specified in subsections (b) 
through (d). 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—Payments or gains (as 
applicable) made to a joint venture or a gen-
eral partnership shall not exceed, for each 
payment or gain (as applicable) specified in 
subsections (b) through (d), the amount de-
termined by multiplying twice the maximum 
payment amount specified in subsections (b), 
(c), and (d) by the number of individuals and 
entities (other than joint ventures and gen-
eral partnerships) that comprise the owner-
ship of the joint venture or general partner-
ship. 

‘‘(4) 4 LEVELS OF ATTRIBUTION FOR EMBED-
DED ENTITIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Attribution of payments 
or gains (as applicable) made to entities 
shall be traced through 4 levels of ownership 
in entities. 

‘‘(B) FIRST LEVEL.—Any payments or gains 
(as applicable) made to an entity (a first-tier 
entity) that is owned in whole or in part by 
an individual shall be attributed to the indi-
vidual in an amount that represents the di-
rect ownership in the first-tier entity by the 
individual. 

‘‘(C) SECOND LEVEL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any payments or gains 

(as applicable) made to a first-tier entity 
that is owned in whole or in part by another 
entity (a second-tier entity) shall be attrib-
uted to the second-tier entity in proportion 
to the ownership interest of the second-tier 
entity in the first-tier entity. 

‘‘(ii) OWNERSHIP BY INDIVIDUAL.—If the sec-
ond-tier entity is owned in whole or in part 
by an individual, the amount of the payment 
made to the first-tier entity shall be attrib-
uted to the individual in the amount the 
Secretary determines to represent the indi-
rect ownership in the first-tier entity by the 
individual. 

‘‘(D) THIRD AND FOURTH LEVELS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the Secretary shall attribute pay-
ments or gains (as applicable) at the third 
and fourth tiers of ownership in the same 
manner as specified in subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(ii) FOURTH-TIER OWNERSHIP BY ENTITY.—If 
the fourth-tier of ownership is that of a 

fourth-tier entity, the Secretary shall reduce 
the amount of the payment to be made to 
the first-tier entity in the amount that the 
Secretary determines to represent the indi-
rect ownership in the first-tier entity by the 
fourth-tier entity.’’; and 

(8) in subsection (i) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (6)), by striking ‘‘person’’ and in-
serting ‘‘individual or entity’’. 

(b) SUBSTANTIVE CHANGE; PAYMENTS LIM-
ITED TO ACTIVE FARMERS.—Section 1001A of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308– 
1) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through the end 
of subsection (a) and inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 1001A. SUBSTANTIVE CHANGE; PAYMENTS 

LIMITED TO ACTIVE FARMERS. 

‘‘(a) SUBSTANTIVE CHANGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of the ap-

plication of limitations under this section, 
the Secretary shall not approve any change 
in a farming operation that otherwise would 
increase the number of individuals or enti-
ties (as defined in section 1001(a)) to which 
the limitations under this section apply, un-
less the Secretary determines that the 
change is bona fide and substantive. 

‘‘(2) FAMILY MEMBERS.—For the purpose of 
paragraph (1), the addition of a family mem-
ber (as defined in subsection (b)(2)(A)) to a 
farming operation under the criteria estab-
lished under subsection (b)(3)(B) shall be con-
sidered to be a bona fide and substantive 
change in the farming operation. 

‘‘(3) PRIMARY CONTROL.—To prevent a farm 
from reorganizing in a manner that is incon-
sistent with the purposes of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate such regulations 
as the Secretary determines to be necessary 
to simultaneously attribute payments for a 
farming operation to more than 1 individual 
or entity, including the individual or entity 
that exercises primary control over the 
farming operation, including to respond to— 

‘‘(A)(i) any instance in which ownership of 
a farming operation is transferred to an indi-
vidual or entity under an arrangement that 
provides for the sale or exchange of any asset 
or ownership interest in 1 or more entities at 
less than fair market value; and 

‘‘(ii) the transferor is provided preferential 
rights to repurchase the asset or interest at 
less than fair market value; or 

‘‘(B) a sale or exchange of any asset or 
ownership interest in 1 or more entities 
under an arrangement under which rights to 
exercise control over the asset or interest 
are retained, directly or indirectly, by the 
transferor.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive, 

directly or indirectly, payments or benefits 
described as being subject to limitation in 
subsection (b) through (d) of section 1001 
with respect to a particular farming oper-
ation, an individual or entity (as defined in 
section 1001(a)) shall be actively engaged in 
farming with respect to the farming oper-
ation, in accordance with paragraphs (2), (3), 
and (4).’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking subparagraphs (A) and (B) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) ACTIVE PERSONAL MANAGEMENT.—The 

term ‘active personal management’ means, 
with respect to an individual, administrative 
duties carried out by the individual for a 
farming operation— 

‘‘(I) that are personally provided by the in-
dividual on a regular, substantial, and con-
tinuing basis; and 

‘‘(II) relating to the supervision and direc-
tion of— 
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‘‘(aa) activities and labor involved in the 

farming operation; and 
‘‘(bb) onsite services directly related and 

necessary to the farming operation. 
‘‘(ii) FAMILY MEMBER.—The term ‘family 

member’, with respect to an individual par-
ticipating in a farming operation, means an 
individual who is related to the individual as 
a lineal ancestor, a lineal descendant, or a 
sibling (including a spouse of such an indi-
vidual). 

‘‘(B) ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3), for purposes of para-
graph (1), the following shall apply: 

‘‘(i) An individual shall be considered to be 
actively engaged in farming with respect to 
a farming operation if— 

‘‘(I) the individual makes a significant con-
tribution, as determined under subparagraph 
(E) (based on the total value of the farming 
operation), to the farming operation of— 

‘‘(aa) capital, equipment, or land; and 
‘‘(bb) personal labor and active personal 

management; 
‘‘(II) the share of the individual of the prof-

its or losses from the farming operation is 
commensurate with the contributions of the 
individual to the operation; and 

‘‘(III) a contribution of the individual is at 
risk. 

‘‘(ii) An entity shall be considered to be ac-
tively engaged in farming with respect to a 
farming operation if— 

‘‘(I) the entity makes a significant con-
tribution, as determined under subparagraph 
(E) (based on the total value of the farming 
operation), to the farming operation of cap-
ital, equipment, or land; 

‘‘(II)(aa) the stockholders or members that 
collectively own at least 51 percent of the 
combined beneficial interest in the entity 
each make a significant contribution of per-
sonal labor and active personal management 
to the operation; or 

‘‘(bb) in the case of an entity in which all 
of the beneficial interests are held by family 
members, any stockholder or member (or 
household comprised of a stockholder or 
member and the spouse of the stockholder or 
member) who owns at least 10 percent of the 
beneficial interest in the entity makes a sig-
nificant contribution of personal labor or ac-
tive personal management; and 

‘‘(III) the entity meets the requirements of 
subclauses (II) and (III) of clause (i).’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and 
the standards provided’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘active personal management’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the partners or members making 
a significant contribution of personal labor 
or active personal management and meeting 
the standards provided in subclauses (II) and 
(III) of subparagraph (B)(i)’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION OF PER-

SONAL LABOR OR ACTIVE PERSONAL MANAGE-
MENT.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
purposes of subparagraph (B), an individual 
shall be considered to be providing, on behalf 
of the individual or an entity, a significant 
contribution of personal labor or active per-
sonal management, if the total contribution 
of personal labor and active personal man-
agement is at least equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(I) 1,000 hours; and 
‘‘(II) a period of time equal to— 
‘‘(aa) 50 percent of the commensurate share 

of the total number of hours of personal 
labor and active personal management re-
quired to conduct the farming operation; or 

‘‘(bb) in the case of a stockholder or mem-
ber (or household comprised of a stockholder 
or member and the spouse of the stockholder 
or member) that owns at least 10 percent of 
the beneficial interest in an entity in which 
all of the beneficial interests are held by 
family members, 50 percent of the commen-

surate share of hours of the personal labor 
and active personal management of all fam-
ily members required to conduct the farming 
operation. 

‘‘(ii) MINIMUM LABOR HOURS.—For the pur-
pose of clause (i), the minimum number of 
labor hours required to produce a commodity 
shall be equal to the number of hours that 
would be necessary to conduct a farming op-
eration for the production of each com-
modity that is comparable in size to the 
commensurate share of an individual or enti-
ty in the farming operation for the produc-
tion of the commodity, based on the min-
imum number of hours per acre required to 
produce the commodity in the State in 
which the farming operation is located, as 
determined by the Secretary.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (A) and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(A) LANDOWNERS.—An individual or entity 

that is a landowner contributing owned land, 
and that meets the requirements of sub-
clauses (II) and (III) of paragraph (2)(B)(i), if, 
as determined by the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) the landowner share-rents the land at 
a rate that is usual and customary; and 

‘‘(ii) the share received by the landowner is 
commensurate with the share of the crop or 
income received as rent.’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in the first sentence— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘persons, a majority of 

whom are individuals who’’ and inserting 
‘‘individuals who are family members, or an 
entity the majority of the stockholders or 
members of which’’; and 

(bb) by striking ‘‘standards provided in 
clauses (ii) and (iii) of paragraph (2)(A)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘requirements of subclauses (II) 
and (III) of paragraph (2)(B)(i)’’; and 

(II) by striking the second sentence; and 
(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking 

‘‘standards provided in clauses (ii) and (iii) of 
paragraph (2)(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘require-
ments of subclauses (II) and (III) of para-
graph (2)(B)(i), and who was receiving pay-
ments from the landowner as a sharecropper 
prior to the effective date of the Food and 
Energy Security Act of 2007’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘PERSONS’’ and inserting ‘‘INDIVIDUALS AND 
ENTITIES’’; 

(ii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘persons’’ and inserting ‘‘in-
dividuals and entities’’; and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(B) OTHER INDIVIDUALS AND ENTITIES.— 
Any other individual or entity, or class of in-
dividuals or entities, that fails to meet the 
requirements of paragraphs (2) and (3), as de-
termined by the Secretary.’’; 

(E) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) 
as paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; 

(F) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) PERSONAL LABOR AND ACTIVE PERSONAL 
MANAGEMENT.—No stockholder or member 
may provide personal labor or active per-
sonal management to meet the requirements 
of this subsection for individuals or entities 
that collectively receive, directly or indi-
rectly, an amount equal to more than twice 
the applicable limits under subsections (b), 
(c), and (d) of section 1001.’’; and 

(G) in paragraph (6) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (E))— 

(i) in the first sentence— 
(I) by striking ‘‘A person’’ and inserting 

‘‘An individual or entity’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘such person’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘the individual or entity’’; and 
(ii) by striking the second sentence; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) NOTIFICATION BY ENTITIES.—To facili-
tate the administration of this section, each 
entity that receives payments or benefits de-
scribed as being subject to limitation in sub-
section (b), (c), or (d) of section 1001 with re-
spect to a particular farming operation 
shall— 

‘‘(1) notify each individual or other entity 
that acquires or holds a beneficial interest in 
the farming operation of the requirements 
and limitations under this section; and 

‘‘(2) provide to the Secretary, at such 
times and in such manner as the Secretary 
may require, the name and social security 
number of each individual, or the name and 
taxpayer identification number of each enti-
ty, that holds or acquires such a beneficial 
interest.’’. 

(c) SCHEMES OR DEVICES.—Section 1001B of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308– 
2) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ before 
‘‘If’’; 

(2) in subsection (a) (as designated by para-
graph (1)), by striking ‘‘person’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘individual or entity’’; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) EXTENDED INELIGIBILITY.—If the Sec-

retary determines that an individual or enti-
ty, for the benefit of the individual or entity 
or of any other individual or entity, has 
knowingly engaged in, or aided in the cre-
ation of fraudulent documents, failed to dis-
close material information relevant to the 
administration of this subtitle requested by 
the Secretary, or committed other equally 
serious actions as identified in regulations 
issued by the Secretary, the Secretary may 
for a period not to exceed 5 crop years deny 
the issuance of payments to the individual or 
entity. 

‘‘(c) FRAUD.—If fraud is committed by an 
individual or entity in connection with a 
scheme or device to evade, or that has the 
purpose of evading, section 1001, 1001A, or 
1001C, the individual or entity shall be ineli-
gible to receive farm program payments de-
scribed as being subject to limitation in sub-
section (b), (c), or (d) of section 1001 for— 

‘‘(1) the crop year for which the scheme or 
device is adopted; and 

‘‘(2) the succeeding 5 crop years. 
‘‘(d) JOINT AND SEVERAL LIABILITY.—Any 

individual or entity that participates in a 
scheme or device described in subsection (a) 
or (b) shall be jointly and severally liable for 
any and all overpayments resulting from the 
scheme or device, and subject to program in-
eligibility resulting from the scheme or de-
vice, regardless of whether a particular indi-
vidual or entity was a payment recipient. 

‘‘(e) WAIVER AUTHORITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may fully 

or partially release an individual or entity 
from liability for repayment of program pro-
ceeds under subsection (d) if the individual 
or entity cooperates with the Department of 
Agriculture by disclosing a scheme or device 
to evade section 1001, 1001A, or 1001C or any 
other provision of law administered by the 
Secretary that imposes a payment limita-
tion. 

‘‘(2) DISCRETION.—The decision of the Sec-
retary under this subsection is vested in the 
sole discretion of the Secretary.’’. 

(d) FOREIGN INDIVIDUALS AND ENTITIES 
MADE INELIGIBLE FOR PROGRAM BENEFITS.— 
Section 1001C of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–3) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘PERSONS’’ and inserting ‘‘INDIVIDUALS 
AND ENTITIES’’; 

(2) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘person’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘indi-
vidual’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘CORPORATION OR OTHER’’; and 
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(B) in the first sentence— 
(i) by striking ‘‘a corporation or other en-

tity shall be considered a person that’’ and 
inserting ‘‘an entity’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘persons’’ both places it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘individuals’’; and 

(4) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘person’’ 
and inserting ‘‘entity or individual’’. 

(e) TREATMENT OF MULTIYEAR PROGRAM 
CONTACT PAYMENTS.—Section 1001F of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–5) is 
repealed. 

On page 233, strike lines 6 through 13 and 
insert the following: 

(4) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(2) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 

through 2012.’’. 
On page 239, strike lines 8 through 14 and 

insert the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Out of any funds in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary of Agriculture to carry out 
this section, to remain available until ex-
pended— 

‘‘(A) not later than 30 days after the date 
of enactment of the Food and Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2007, $22,000,000; and 

‘‘(B) on October 1, 2011, $3,000,000.’’. 
On pages 445, strike lines 18 through 25 and 

insert the following: 
‘‘(5) The farmland protection program 

under subchapter B of chapter 2, using, to 
the maximum extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) $97,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $114,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 

and 2010; 
‘‘(C) $115,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(D) $97,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(6) The grassland reserve program under 

subchapter C of chapter 2, using, to the max-
imum extent practicable, $285,000,000 for the 
period of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

Beginning on page 574, strike line 23 and 
all that follows through page 575, line 3 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNTS.—In addition to the amounts 
made available under paragraph (1), from 
amounts made available to carry out this 
Act, the Secretary shall use to carry out this 
subsection— 

‘‘(A) $110,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012; and 

‘‘(B) $63,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2017.’’. 

On page 662, strike lines 2 through 7 and in-
sert the following: 

(a) EMERGENCY FOOD ASSISTANCE.—Section 
204(a)(1) of the Emergency Food Assistance 
Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 7508(a)(1)) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘$60,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2003 through 2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$100,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008, $113,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, 
$114,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2010 and 
2011, $115,000,000 for fiscal year 2012, and 
$100,000,000 for each fiscal year thereafter’’. 

On page 692, strike lines 6 through 17 and 
insert the following: 

(1) section 4101; 
(2) section 4102; 
(3) section 4104; 
(4) section 4107; 
(5) section 4109; 
(6) section 4701(a)(3); and 
(7) section 4903. 
On page 715, strike lines 6 through 9 and in-

sert the following: 
‘‘(1) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(A) MANDATORY FUNDING.—Of the funds of 

the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec-
retary shall use to carry out this section 
$5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2012, to remain available until expended. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

On page 744, line 6, strike ‘‘$100,000,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$200,000,000’’. 

On page 746, strike lines 12 through 18 and 
insert the following: 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall make available for payments and debt 
relief in satisfaction of claims against the 
United States under subsection (b) and for 
any actions under subsection (g), to remain 
available until expended— 

(A) $120,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(B) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 

and 2010. 
Beginning on page 787, strike line 22 and 

all that follows through page 788, line 2, and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section, $40,000,000 
for each of fiscal year 2008 and 2009, to re-
main available until expended. 

On page 993, strike lines 16 through 18 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(h) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section, $15,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2012, to 
remain available until expended.’’. 

SA 3509. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 3508 pro-
posed by Mr. REID (for Mr. DORGAN (for 
himself, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HARKIN, 
Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. FEINGOLD, 
Mr. JOHNSON, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and Mr. 
TESTER)) to the amendment SA 3500 
proposed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, to pro-
vide for the continuation of agricul-
tural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment add the fol-
lowing: 

This section shall take effect 1 day after 
enactment. 

SA 3510. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2419, to 
provide for the continuation of agricul-
tural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 
This section shall take effect 3 days after 

the date of enactment. 

SA 3511. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 3510 pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R. 2419, 
to provide for the continuation of agri-
cultural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; as follows: 

In the amendment strike 3 and insert 4. 

SA 3512. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2419, to 
provide for the continuation of agricul-
tural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 
This section shall take effect 5 days after 

the date of enactment. 

SA 3513. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 3512 pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R. 2419, 
to provide for the continuation of agri-
cultural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; as follows: 

In the motion strike 5 and insert 6. 

SA 3514. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 3513 pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the amendment 
SA 3512 proposed by Mr. REID to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

In the amendment strike 6 and insert 7. 

SA 3515. Mr. STEVENS (for himself 
and Mrs. MCCASKILL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for 
the continuation of agricultural pro-
grams through fiscal year 2012, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 884, line 16, strike ‘‘or’’. 
On page 884, between lines 16 and 17, insert 

the following: 
‘‘(6) competitive grants, for public tele-

vision stations or a consortium of public tel-
evision stations, to provide education, out-
reach, and assistance, in cooperation with 
community groups, to rural communities 
and vulnerable populations with respect to 
the digital television transition, and particu-
larly the acquisition, delivery, and installa-
tion of the digital-to-analog converter boxes 
described in section 3005 of the Digital Tele-
vision Transition and Public Safety Act of 
2005 (47 U.S.C. 309 note); or 

On page 884, line 17, strike ‘‘(6)’’ and insert 
‘‘(7)’’. 

SA 3516. Mr. TESTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 850, strike line 23 and 
all that follows through page 851, line 6, and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(b) LOANS.—In addition to any other funds 
or authorities otherwise made available 
under this Act, the Secretary may make 
electric loans under this title for— 

‘‘(1) electric generation from renewable en-
ergy resources for resale to rural and 
nonrural residents; 

‘‘(2) transmission lines principally for the 
purpose of wheeling power from 1 or more re-
newable energy sources; and 

‘‘(3) a project to capture, transport, and 
store carbon dioxide at an eligible facility, 
except that funds from a loan made available 
for such a project may be used only— 

‘‘(A) to carry out carbon dioxide capture, 
including purification and compression; 

‘‘(B) to provide for the cost of transpor-
tation and injection of carbon dioxide; or 

‘‘(C) to incorporate within the project a 
comprehensive measurement, monitoring, 
and validation program. 

SA 3517. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 
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Beginning on page 313, strike line 21 and 

all that follows through page 320, line 22, and 
insert the following: 

(e) PILOT PROGRAM FOR ENROLLMENT OF 
WETLAND, SHALLOW WATER AREAS, AND BUFF-
ER ACREAGE IN CONSERVATION RESERVE.—Sec-
tion 1231 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831) is amended by striking sub-
section (h) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(h) PILOT PROGRAM FOR ENROLLMENT OF 
WETLAND, SHALLOW WATER AREAS, AND BUFF-
ER ACREAGE IN CONSERVATION RESERVE.— 

‘‘(1) PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—During the 2008 through 

2012 calendar years, the Secretary shall 
carry out a program in each State under 
which the Secretary shall enroll eligible 
acreage described in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(B) PARTICIPATION AMONG STATES.—The 
Secretary shall ensure, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, that owners and operators 
in each State have an equitable opportunity 
to participate in the pilot program estab-
lished under this subsection. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ACREAGE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara-

graphs (B) and (C), an owner or operator may 
enroll in the conservation reserve under this 
subsection— 

‘‘(i)(I) a wetland (including a converted 
wetland described in section 1222(b)(1)(A)) 
that had a cropping history during at least 3 
of the immediately preceding 10 crop years; 

‘‘(II) a shallow water area that was devoted 
to a commercial pond-raised aquaculture op-
eration any year during the period of cal-
endar years 2002 through 2007; or 

‘‘(III) an agricultural drainage water treat-
ment wetland that receives flow from a row 
crop agricultural drainage system and is de-
signed to provide nitrogen removal in addi-
tion to other wetland functions; and 

‘‘(ii) buffer acreage that— 
‘‘(I) is contiguous to a wetland or shallow 

water area described in clause (i); 
‘‘(II) is used to protect the wetland or shal-

low water area described in clause (i); and 
‘‘(III) is of such width as the Secretary de-

termines to be necessary to protect the wet-
land or shallow water area described in 
clause (i) or to enhance the wildlife benefits, 
including through restoration of bottomland 
hardwood habitat, taking into consideration 
and accommodating the farming practices 
(including the straightening of boundaries to 
accommodate machinery) used with respect 
to the cropland that surrounds the wetland 
or shallow water area. 

‘‘(B) PROGRAM LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may en-

roll in the conservation reserve under this 
subsection not more than— 

‘‘(I) 100,000 acres in any 1 State referred to 
in paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(II) not more than a total of 1,000,000 
acres. 

‘‘(ii) RELATIONSHIP TO PROGRAM MAXIMUM.— 
Subject to clause (iii), for the purposes of 
subsection (d), any acreage enrolled in the 
conservation reserve under this subsection 
shall be considered acres maintained in the 
conservation reserve. 

‘‘(iii) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER ENROLLED 
ACREAGE.—Acreage enrolled under this sub-
section shall not affect for any fiscal year 
the quantity of— 

‘‘(I) acreage enrolled to establish conserva-
tion buffers as part of the program an-
nounced on March 24, 1998 (63 Fed. Reg. 
14109); or 

‘‘(II) acreage enrolled into the conserva-
tion reserve enhancement program an-
nounced on May 27, 1998 (63 Fed. Reg. 28965). 

‘‘(iv) REVIEW; POTENTIAL INCREASE IN EN-
ROLLMENT ACREAGE.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of the Food and 
Energy Security Act of 2007, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(I) conduct a review of the program under 
this subsection with respect to each State 
that has enrolled land in the program; and 

‘‘(II) notwithstanding clause (i)(I), increase 
the number of acres that may be enrolled by 
a State under clause (i)(I) to not more than 
150,000 acres, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(C) OWNER OR OPERATOR LIMITATIONS ON 
BUFFER ACREAGE.—The maximum size of any 
buffer acreage described in subparagraph 
(A)(ii) of an owner or operator enrolled in 
the conservation reserve under this sub-
section shall be determined by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the State Tech-
nical Committee. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES OF OWNERS AND OPERATORS.— 
Under a contract entered into under this 
subsection, during the term of the contract, 
an owner or operator of a farm or ranch shall 
agree— 

‘‘(A) to restore the hydrology of the wet-
land within the eligible acreage to the max-
imum extent practicable, as determined by 
the Secretary; 

‘‘(B) to establish vegetative cover (which 
may include emerging vegetation in water 
and bottomland hardwoods, cypress, and 
other appropriate tree species in shallow 
water areas) on the eligible acreage, as de-
termined by the Secretary; 

‘‘(C) to a general prohibition of commer-
cial use of the enrolled land, except for hunt-
ing leases and other environmental services; 
and 

‘‘(D) to carry out other duties described in 
section 1232. 

‘‘(4) DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraphs (B) and (C), in return for a 
contract entered into by an owner or oper-
ator under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall make payments based on rental rates 
for cropland and provide assistance to the 
owner or operator in accordance with sec-
tions 1233 and 1234. 

‘‘(B) CONTINUOUS SIGNUP.—The Secretary 
shall use continuous signup under section 
1234(c)(2)(B) to determine the acceptability 
of contract offers and the amount of rental 
payments under this subsection. 

‘‘(C) INCENTIVES.—The amounts payable to 
owners and operators in the form of rental 
payments under contracts entered into under 
this subsection shall reflect incentives that 
are provided to owners and operators to en-
roll filterstrips in the conservation reserve 
under section 1234.’’. 

SA 3518. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 793, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 6lll. GRANTS TO IMPROVE TECHNICAL 

INFRASTRUCTURE AND QUALITY OF 
RURAL HEALTH CARE FACILITIES. 

Subtitle D of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1981 et seq.) 
(as amended by section 6028) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 379F. GRANTS TO IMPROVE TECHNICAL IN-

FRASTRUCTURE AND QUALITY OF 
RURAL HEALTH CARE FACILITIES. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) HEALTH INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY.— 

The term ‘health information technology’ in-
cludes total expenditures incurred for— 

‘‘(A) purchasing, leasing, and installing 
computer software and hardware, including 

handheld computer technologies, and related 
services; 

‘‘(B) making improvements to computer 
software and hardware; 

‘‘(C) purchasing or leasing communications 
capabilities necessary for clinical data ac-
cess, storage, and exchange; 

‘‘(D) services associated with acquiring, 
implementing, operating, or optimizing the 
use of computer software and hardware and 
clinical health care informatics systems; 

‘‘(E) providing education and training to 
rural health facility staff on information 
systems and technology designed to improve 
patient safety and quality of care; and 

‘‘(F) purchasing, leasing, subscribing, or 
servicing support to establish interoper-
ability that— 

‘‘(i) integrates patient-specific clinical 
data with well-established national treat-
ment guidelines; 

‘‘(ii) provides continuous quality improve-
ment functions that allow providers to as-
sess improvement rates over time and 
against averages for similar providers; and 

‘‘(iii) integrates with larger health net-
works. 

‘‘(2) RURAL AREA.—The term ‘rural area’ 
means any area of the United States that is 
not— 

‘‘(A) included in the boundaries of any 
city, town, borough, or village, whether in-
corporated or unincorporated, with a popu-
lation of more than 20,000 residents; or 

‘‘(B) an urbanized area contiguous and ad-
jacent to such a city, town, borough, or vil-
lage. 

‘‘(3) RURAL HEALTH FACILITY.—The term 
‘rural health facility’ means any of— 

‘‘(A) a hospital (as defined in section 
1861(e) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395x(e))); 

‘‘(B) a critical access hospital (as defined 
in section 1861(mm) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395x(mm))); 

‘‘(C) a Federally qualified health center (as 
defined in section 1861(aa) of that Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395x(aa))) that is located in a rural 
area; 

‘‘(D) a rural health clinic (as defined in 
that section (42 U.S.C. 1395x(aa))); 

‘‘(E) a medicare-dependent, small rural 
hospital (as defined in section 1886(d)(5)(G) of 
that Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(d)(5)(G))); 

‘‘(F) a physician or physician group prac-
tice that is located in a rural area; and 

‘‘(G) a governmental or nongovernmental 
ground or air ambulance service licensed or 
recognized by a State. 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The 
Secretary shall establish a program under 
which the Secretary shall provide grants to 
rural health facilities for the purpose of as-
sisting the rural health facilities in— 

‘‘(1) purchasing health information tech-
nology to improve the quality of health care 
or patient safety; or 

‘‘(2) otherwise improving the quality of 
health care or patient safety, including 
through the development of— 

‘‘(A) quality improvement support struc-
tures to assist rural health facilities and pro-
fessionals— 

‘‘(i) to increase integration of personal and 
population health services; and 

‘‘(ii) to address safety, effectiveness, 
patient- or community-centeredness, timeli-
ness, efficiency, and equity; and 

‘‘(B) innovative approaches to the financ-
ing and delivery of health services to achieve 
rural health quality goals. 

‘‘(c) AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The Secretary 
shall determine the amount of a grant pro-
vided under this section. 

‘‘(d) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—A rural 
health facility that receives a grant under 
this section shall provide to the Secretary 
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such information as the Secretary may re-
quire— 

‘‘(1) to evaluate the project for which the 
grant is used; and 

‘‘(2) to ensure that the grant is expended 
for the purposes for which the grant was pro-
vided. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section not more 
than $30,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012.’’. 

SA 3519. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 11lll. RURAL FIREFIGHTERS AND EMER-

GENCY MEDICAL SERVICE ASSIST-
ANCE PROGRAM. 

Section 6405 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 2655) 
is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 6405. RURAL FIREFIGHTERS AND EMER-

GENCY MEDICAL SERVICE ASSIST-
ANCE PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
SERVICE.—In this section: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘emergency 
medical service’ means any resource used by 
a qualified public or private entity, or by 
any other entity recognized as qualified by 
the State involved, to deliver medical care 
outside of a medical facility under emer-
gency conditions that occur as a result of— 

‘‘(A) the condition of the patient; or 
‘‘(B) a natural disaster or similar situa-

tion. 
‘‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘emergency 

medical service’ includes (compensated or 
volunteer) services delivered by an emer-
gency medical service provider or other pro-
vider recognized by the State involved that 
is licensed or certified by the State as an 
emergency medical technician or the equiva-
lent (as determined by the State), a reg-
istered nurse, a physician assistant, or a 
physician that provides services similar to 
services provided by such an emergency med-
ical service provider. 

‘‘(b) GRANTS.—The Secretary shall award 
grants to eligible entities— 

‘‘(1) to enable the entities to provide for 
improved emergency medical services in 
rural areas; and 

‘‘(2) to pay the cost of training firefighters 
and emergency medical personnel in fire-
fighting, emergency medical practices, and 
responding to hazardous materials and bio-
agents in rural areas. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this section, an entity shall— 

‘‘(1) be— 
‘‘(A) a State emergency medical services 

office; 
‘‘(B) a State emergency medical services 

association; 
‘‘(C) a State office of rural health; 
‘‘(D) a local government entity; 
‘‘(E) an Indian tribe (as defined in section 

4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b)); 

‘‘(F) a State or local ambulance provider; 
or 

‘‘(G) any other entity determined to be ap-
propriate by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(2) prepare and submit to the Secretary 
an application at such time, in such manner, 

and containing such information as the Sec-
retary may require, that includes— 

‘‘(A) a description of the activities to be 
carried out under the grant; and 

‘‘(B) an assurance that the applicant will 
comply with the matching requirement of 
subsection (f). 

‘‘(d) USE OF FUNDS.—An entity shall use 
amounts received under a grant made under 
subsection (b) only in rural areas— 

‘‘(1) to hire or recruit emergency medical 
service personnel; 

‘‘(2) to recruit or retain volunteer emer-
gency medical service personnel; 

‘‘(3) to train emergency medical service 
personnel in emergency response, injury pre-
vention, safety awareness, and other topics 
relevant to the delivery of emergency med-
ical services; 

‘‘(4) to fund training to meet Federal or 
State certification requirements; 

‘‘(5) to provide training for firefighters and 
emergency medical personnel for improve-
ments to the training facility, equipment, 
curricula, and personnel; 

‘‘(6) to develop new ways to educate emer-
gency health care providers through the use 
of technology-enhanced educational methods 
(such as distance learning); 

‘‘(7) to acquire emergency medical services 
vehicles, including ambulances; 

‘‘(8) to acquire emergency medical services 
equipment, including cardiac defibrillators; 

‘‘(9) to acquire personal protective equip-
ment for emergency medical services per-
sonnel as required by the Occupational Safe-
ty and Health Administration; and 

‘‘(10) to educate the public concerning 
cardiopulmonary resuscitation, first aid, in-
jury prevention, safety awareness, illness 
prevention, and other related emergency pre-
paredness topics. 

‘‘(e) PREFERENCE.—In awarding grants 
under this section, the Secretary shall give 
preference to— 

‘‘(1) applications that reflect a collabo-
rative effort by 2 or more of the entities de-
scribed in subparagraphs (A) through (G) of 
subsection (c)(1); and 

‘‘(2) applications submitted by entities 
that intend to use amounts provided under 
the grant to fund activities described in any 
of paragraphs (1) through (5) of subsection 
(d). 

‘‘(f) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may not make a grant under this sec-
tion to an entity unless the entity agrees 
that the entity will make available (directly 
or through contributions from other public 
or private entities) non-Federal contribu-
tions toward the activities to be carried out 
under the grant in an amount equal to 5 per-
cent of the amount received under the grant. 

‘‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated to the Secretary to carry out 
this section not more than $30,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—Not more 
than 10 percent of the amount appropriated 
under paragraph (1) for a fiscal year may be 
used for administrative expenses.’’. 

SA 3520. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of subchapter B of chapter 2 of 
subtitle D of title II, add the following: 

SEC. 23ll. AIR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under the environmental 
quality section of the program established 
under this subchapter, the Secretary shall 
promote air quality by providing cost-share 
payments and incentive payments to indi-
vidual producers for use in addressing air 
quality concerns associated with agriculture. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRACTICES, COST-SHARE.— 
(1) REDUCTION OF EMISSIONS OF AIR POLLUT-

ANTS AND PRECURSORS OF AIR POLLUTANTS.— 
In addition to practices eligible for cost- 
share payments under the environmental 
quality section of the program established 
under this subchapter, the Secretary shall 
provide cost-share payments to producers 
under this section for mobile or stationary 
equipment (including engines) used in an ag-
ricultural operation that would reduce emis-
sions and precursors of air pollutants. 

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In evaluating appli-
cations for cost-share assistance for equip-
ment described in paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall prioritize assistance for equip-
ment that— 

(A) is the most cost-effective in addressing 
air quality concerns; and 

(B) would assist producers in meeting Fed-
eral, State, or local regulatory requirements 
relating to air quality. 

(c) LOCATIONS.—To receive a payment for a 
project under this section, a producer shall 
carry out the project in a county— 

(1) that is in nonattainment with respect 
to ambient air quality standards; 

(2) in which there is air quality degrada-
tion, recognized by a State or local agency, 
to which agricultural emissions significantly 
contribute. 

(d) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give pri-
ority to projects that— 

(1) involve multiple producers imple-
menting eligible conservation activities in a 
coordinated manner to promote air quality; 
or 

(2) are designed to encourage broad adop-
tion of innovative approaches, including ap-
proaches involving the use of innovative 
technologies and integrated pest manage-
ment, on the condition that the technologies 
do not have the unintended consequence of 
compromising other environmental goals. 

SA 3521. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 1362, between lines 19 and 20, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 11072. INVASIVE PEST AND DISEASE EMER-

GENCY RESPONSE FUNDING CLARI-
FICATION. 

The Secretary may provide funds on an 
emergency basis to States to assist the 
States in combating invasive pest and dis-
ease outbreaks for any appropriate period of 
years after the date of initial detection by a 
State of an invasive pest or disease out-
break, as determined by the Secretary. 

SA 3522. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the nutrition 
title, insert the following: 
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SEC. lll. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING 

THE FOOD STAMP NUTRITION EDU-
CATION PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) nutrition education under the Food and 

Nutrition Act of 2007 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) 
plays an essential role in improving the die-
tary and physical activity practices of low- 
income people in the United States, helping 
to reduce food insecurity, prevent obesity, 
and reduce the risks of chronic disease; 

(2) expert organizations, such as the Insti-
tute of Medicine, indicate that dietary and 
physical activity behavior change is more 
likely to result from the combined applica-
tion of public health approaches and edu-
cation than from education alone; and 

(3) State programs are implementing nu-
trition education using effective strategies, 
including direct education, group activities, 
and social marketing. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Secretary should support and en-
courage the most effective interventions for 
nutrition education under the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2007 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), in-
cluding public health approaches and tradi-
tional education, to increase the likelihood 
that recipients of food and nutrition pro-
gram benefits and people who are potentially 
eligible for those benefits will choose diets 
and physical activity practices consistent 
with the Dietary Guidelines for Americans; 
and 

(2) to promote the most effective imple-
mentation of publicly-funded programs, 
State nutrition education activities under 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2007 (7 U.S.C. 
2011 et seq.)— 

(A) should be coordinated with other feder-
ally-funded food assistance and public health 
programs; and 

(B) should leverage public/private partner-
ships to maximize the resources and impact 
of the programs. 

SA 3523. Ms. STABENOW submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide 
for the continuation of agricultural 
programs through fiscal year 2012, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 672, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 673, line 4, and in-
sert the following: 
SEC. 4904. BUY AMERICAN REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Federal law requires that commodities 
and products purchased with Federal funds 
be, to the extent practicable, of domestic or-
igin. 

(2) Federal Buy American statutory re-
quirements seek to ensure that purchases 
made with Federal funds benefit domestic 
producers. 

(3) The Richard B. Russell National School 
Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.) requires 
the use of domestic food products for all 
meals served under the program, including 
foods products for all meals served under the 
program, including foods products purchased 
with local funds. 

(b) BUY AMERICAN STATUTORY REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The Department of Agriculture 
should undertake training, guidance, and en-
forcement of the various current Buy Amer-
ican statutory requirements and regulations, 
including those of the Richard B. Russell Na-
tional School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et 
seq.) and the Department of Defense fresh 
fruit and vegetable distribution program. 

SA 3524. Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself 
and Mr. SPECTER) submitted an amend-

ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 1045, after line 2, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 7505. STUDIES AND REPORTS BY THE DE-

PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND 
THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 
SCIENCES ON FOOD PRODUCTS 
FROM CLONED ANIMALS. 

(a) STUDY BY THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRI-
CULTURE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Secretary’’), in coordination with the Eco-
nomic Research Service, and after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services (acting through the Com-
missioner of Food and Drugs), shall conduct 
a study on the economic and trade impact of 
agricultural exports of food products from 
cloned animals. 

(2) CONTENT OF STUDY.—The study under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) an analysis of the domestic agricul-
tural and international trade economic im-
plications of permitting commercialization 
of milk and meat from cloned animals and 
their progeny into the food supply, with spe-
cial attention to— 

(i) the impact on Federal agricultural ex-
penditures; and 

(ii) meat and milk exports shifts that 
would take place as other countries react to 
that commercialization, including the poten-
tial for other countries to ban exports from 
the United States; and 

(B) estimates of the consumer and exporter 
behavioral responses that must be factored 
into both the economic impact analysis and 
the health impact analysis required under 
this section. 

(b) STUDY WITH THE GOVERNMENT ACCOUNT-
ABILITY OFFICE ON MONITORING FOOD PROD-
UCTS FROM CLONED ANIMALS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in coordi-
nation with Comptroller General of the 
United States, shall conduct a study on the 
programs in place at the Department of Ag-
riculture to monitor food products from 
cloned animals if such products enter the 
food supply. 

(2) CONTENT OF STUDY.—The study under 
paragraph (1) shall include an evaluation of 
the processes in place at the Department of 
Agriculture to monitor food products from 
cloned animals throughout the food supply. 
The study shall also include a review of ex-
isting studies and literature, from the 
United States and other countries and orga-
nizations, that relate to the evaluation of 
the safety of food products from cloned ani-
mals and methods for monitoring such prod-
ucts in the food supply. 

(c) STUDY WITH THE GOVERNMENT ACCOUNT-
ABILITY OFFICE ON THE HEALTH EFFECTS AND 
COSTS ATTRIBUTABLE TO MILK FROM CLONED 
ANIMALS IN THE FOOD SUPPLY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services (acting through the Com-
missioner of Food and Drugs), and in coordi-
nation with Comptroller General of the 
United States, shall conduct a study on the 
health effects and costs attributable to milk 
from cloned animals in the food supply. 

(2) CONTENT OF STUDY.—The study under 
paragraph (1) shall include an evaluation and 
measurement of the potential public health 
effects and associated health care costs, in-
cluding any consumer behavior changes and 
negative impacts on nutrition, and preven-
tion of osteoporosis and other chronic dis-
ease that result from any decrease in milk 

consumption, attributable to the commer-
cialization of milk from cloned animals and 
their progeny. 

(d) STUDY WITH THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 
SCIENCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
tract with the National Academy of Sciences 
to conduct a study and report to Congress re-
garding the safety of food products derived 
from cloned animals. 

(2) CONTENT OF STUDY.—The study under 
paragraph (1) shall include a review and an 
assessment of whether the studies (including 
peer review studies), data, and analysis used 
in the draft risk assessment issued by the 
Food and Drug Administration entitled Ani-
mal Cloning: A Draft Risk Assessment (issued 
on December 28, 2006) supported the conclu-
sions drawn by such draft risk assessment 
and— 

(A) whether there were a sufficient number 
of studies to support such conclusions; and 

(B) whether additional pertinent studies 
and data exist which were not considered in 
the draft risk assessment and how this addi-
tional information affects the conclusions 
drawn in such draft risk assessment. 

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to impede on-
going scientific research in artificial repro-
ductive health technologies. 

(f) TIMEFRAME FOR STUDIES.—The Sec-
retary shall complete the studies required 
under this section prior to issuance by the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs of the final 
risk assessment on the safety of cloned ani-
mals and food products derived from cloned 
animals. 

(g) CONTINUANCE OF MORATORIUM.—The vol-
untary moratorium on introducing food from 
cloned animals or their progeny into the 
food supply, as in effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act, shall remain in effect at 
least until the date that the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services (acting through 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs) issues 
the final risk assessment described in sub-
section (f). 

SA 3525. Ms. MIKULSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide 
for the continuation of agricultural 
programs through fiscal year 2012, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in subtitle B of 
title XI, insert the following: 
SEC. 11ll. CLONED FOOD LABELING. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL FOOD, 
DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 403 of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 343) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(z)(1) If it contains cloned product unless 
it bears a label that provides notice in ac-
cordance with the following: 

‘‘(A) A notice as follows: ‘THIS PRODUCT 
IS FROM A CLONED ANIMAL OR ITS 
PROGENY’. 

‘‘(B) The notice required in clause (A) is of 
the same size as would apply if the notice 
provided nutrition information that is re-
quired in paragraph (q)(1). 

‘‘(C) The notice required under clause (A) 
is clearly legible and conspicuous. 

‘‘(2) For purposes of this paragraph: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘cloned animal’ means— 
‘‘(i) an animal produced as the result of so-

matic cell nuclear transfer; and 
‘‘(ii) the progeny of such an animal. 
‘‘(B) The term ‘cloned product’ means a 

product or byproduct derived from or con-
taining any part of a cloned animal. 

‘‘(3) This paragraph does not apply to food 
that is a medical food as defined in section 
5(b) of the Orphan Drug Act. 
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‘‘(4)(A) The Secretary, in consultation with 

the Secretary of Agriculture, shall require 
that any person that prepares, stores, han-
dles, or distributes a cloned product for re-
tail sale maintain a verifiable recordkeeping 
audit trail that will permit the Secretary to 
verify compliance with this paragraph and 
paragraph (aa). 

‘‘(B) The Secretary, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Agriculture, shall publish in 
the Federal Register the procedures estab-
lished by such Secretaries to verify compli-
ance with the recordkeeping audit trail sys-
tem required under clause (A). 

‘‘(C) The Secretary, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Agriculture, shall, on an-
nual basis, submit to Congress a report that 
describes the progress and activities of the 
recordkeeping audit trail system and compli-
ance verification procedures required under 
this subparagraph. 

‘‘(aa) If it bears a label indicating (within 
the meaning of paragraph (z)) that it does 
not contain cloned product, unless the label 
is in accordance with regulations promul-
gated by the Secretary. With respect to such 
regulations: 

‘‘(1) The regulations may not require such 
a label to include any statement indicating 
that the fact that a food does not contain 
such product has no bearing on the safety of 
the food for human consumption. 

‘‘(2) The regulations may not prohibit such 
a label on the basis that, in the case of the 
type of food involved, there is no version of 
the food in commercial distribution that 
does contain such product.’’. 

(2) CIVIL PENALTIES.—Section 303 of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 333) is amended by adding at the end 
the following subsection: 

‘‘(h)(1) With respect to a violation of sec-
tion 301(a), 301(b), or 301(c) involving the mis-
branding of food within the meaning of sec-
tion 403(z) or 403(aa), any person engaging in 
such a violation shall be liable to the United 
States for a civil penalty in an amount not 
to exceed $100,000 for each such violation. 

‘‘(2) Paragraphs (5) through (7) of sub-
section (f) apply with respect to a civil pen-
alty under paragraph (1) of this subsection to 
the same extent and in the same manner as 
such paragraphs (5) through (7) apply with 
respect to a civil penalty under paragraph 
(1), (2), or (3) of subsection (f).’’. 

(3) GUARANTY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 303(d) of the Fed-

eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
333(d)) is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘(d)’’ and inserting ‘‘(d)(1)’’; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following 
paragraph: 

‘‘(2) Subject to section 403(z)(4), no person 
shall be subject to the penalties of sub-
section (a)(1) or (h) for a violation of section 
301(a), 301(b), or 301(c) involving the mis-
branding of food within the meaning of sec-
tion 403(z) and 403(aa) if such person (referred 
to in this paragraph as the ‘recipient’) estab-
lishes a guaranty or undertaking signed by, 
and containing the name and address of, the 
person residing in the United States from 
whom the recipient received in good faith 
the food to the effect that (within the mean-
ing of section 403(z)) the food does not con-
tain any cloned product.’’. 

(B) FALSE GUARANTY.—Section 301(h) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 331(h)) is amended by inserting ‘‘or 
303(d)(2)’’ after ‘‘303(c)(2)’’. 

(4) CITIZEN SUITS.—Chapter III of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
331 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following section: 

‘‘SEC. 311. CITIZEN SUITS REGARDING MIS-
BRANDING OF FOOD WITH RESPECT 
TO PRODUCT FROM CLONED ANI-
MALS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (c), any person may on his or her 
behalf commence a civil action in an appro-
priate district court of the United States 
against— 

‘‘(1) a person who is alleged to have en-
gaged in a violation of section 301(a), 301(b), 
or 301(c) involving the misbranding of food 
within the meaning of section 403(z) or 
403(aa); or 

‘‘(2) the Secretary where there is alleged a 
failure of the Secretary to perform any act 
or duty under section 403(z) or 403(aa) that is 
not discretionary. 

‘‘(b) RELIEF.—In a civil action under sub-
section (a), the district court involved may, 
as the case may be— 

‘‘(1) enforce the compliance of a person 
with the applicable provisions referred to 
paragraph (1) of such subsection; or 

‘‘(2) order the Secretary to perform an act 
or duty referred to in paragraph (2) of such 
subsection. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) NOTICE TO SECRETARY.—A civil action 

may not be commenced under subsection 
(a)(1) prior to 60 days after the plaintiff has 
provided to the Secretary notice of the viola-
tion involved. 

‘‘(2) RELATION TO ACTIONS OF SECRETARY.— 
A civil action may not be commenced under 
subsection (a)(2) if the Secretary has com-
menced and is diligently prosecuting a civil 
or criminal action in a district court of the 
United States to enforce compliance with 
the applicable provisions referred to in sub-
section (a)(1). 

‘‘(d) RIGHT OF SECRETARY TO INTERVENE.— 
In any civil action under subsection (a), the 
Secretary, if not a party, may intervene as a 
matter of right. 

‘‘(e) AWARD OF COSTS; FILING OF BOND.—In 
a civil action under subsection (a), the dis-
trict court involved may award costs of liti-
gation (including reasonable attorney and 
expert witness fees) to any party whenever 
the court determines such an award is appro-
priate. The court may, if a temporary re-
straining order or preliminary injunction is 
sought, require the filing of a bond or equiv-
alent security in accordance with the Fed-
eral Rules of Civil Procedure. 

‘‘(f) SAVINGS PROVISION.—This section does 
not restrict any right that a person (or class 
of persons) may have under any statute or 
common law to seek enforcement of the pro-
visions referred to subsection (a)(1), or to 
seek any other relief (including relief 
against the Secretary).’’. 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL MEAT IN-
SPECTION ACT.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS FOR LABELING REGARDING 
CLONED MEAT FOOD PRODUCTS.—The Federal 
Meat Inspection Act is amended by inserting 
after section 7 (21 U.S.C. 607) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 7A. REQUIREMENTS FOR LABELING RE-

GARDING CLONED MEAT FOOD 
PRODUCTS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) CLONED ANIMAL.—The term ‘cloned 

animal’ means— 
‘‘(A) an animal produced as the result of 

somatic cell nuclear transfer; and 
‘‘(B) the progeny of such an animal. 
‘‘(2) CLONED PRODUCT.—The term ‘cloned 

product’ means a product or byproduct de-
rived from or containing any part of a cloned 
animal. 

‘‘(3) CLONED MEAT FOOD PRODUCT.—The 
term ‘cloned meat food product’ means a 
meat food product that contains a cloned 
product. 

‘‘(b) LABELING REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(1) REQUIRED LABELING TO AVOID MIS-

BRANDING.— 

‘‘(A) INVOLVEMENT OF CLONED MEAT FOOD 
PRODUCT.—For purposes of sections 1(n) and 
10, a meat food product is misbranded if the 
meat food product— 

‘‘(i) is a cloned meat food product; and 
‘‘(ii) does not bear a label (or include label-

ing, in the case of a meat food product that 
is not packaged in a container) that pro-
vides, in a clearly legible and conspicuous 
manner, the notice described in subsection 
(c). 

‘‘(B) NO INVOLVEMENT OF CLONED MEAT FOOD 
PRODUCT.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sections 
1(n) and 10, a meat food product is mis-
branded if the meat food product bears a 
label indicating that the meat food product 
is not a cloned meat food product, unless the 
label is in accordance with regulations pro-
mulgated by the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—In promulgating reg-
ulations referred to in clause (i), the Sec-
retary may not— 

‘‘(I) require a label to include any state-
ment indicating that the fact that a meat 
food product is not a cloned meat food prod-
uct has no bearing on the safety of the food 
for human consumption; or 

‘‘(II) prohibit a label on the basis that, in 
the case of the type of meat food product in-
volved, there is no version of the meat food 
product in commercial distribution that is 
not a cloned meat food product. 

‘‘(2) AUDIT VERIFICATION SYSTEM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, shall require that any per-
son that manufactures, produces, distrib-
utes, stores, or handles a meat food product 
maintain a verifiable recordkeeping audit 
trail that will permit the Secretary to verify 
compliance with the labeling requirements 
described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, shall publish in the Federal 
Register the procedures established by the 
Secretaries to verify compliance with the 
recordkeeping audit trail system required 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) REPORT.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, shall, on annual basis, sub-
mit to Congress a report that describes the 
progress and activities of the recordkeeping 
audit trail system and compliance 
verification procedures required under this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(c) SPECIFICS OF LABEL NOTICE.— 
‘‘(1) REQUIRED NOTICE.—The notice referred 

to in subsection (b)(1)(A)(ii) is the following: 
‘THIS PRODUCT IS FROM A CLONED ANI-
MAL OR ITS PROGENY’. 

‘‘(2) SIZE.—The notice required in para-
graph (1) shall be of the same size as if the 
notice provided nutrition information that is 
required under section 403(q)(1) of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
343(q)(1)). 

‘‘(d) GUARANTY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 

(b)(2) and paragraph (2), a person engaged in 
the business of manufacturing or processing 
meat food products, or selling or serving 
meat food products at retail or through a 
food service establishment (referred to in 
this subsection as the ‘recipient’) shall not 
be considered to have violated this section 
with respect to the labeling of a meat food 
product if the recipient establishes a guar-
anty or undertaking signed by, and con-
taining the name and address of, the person 
residing in the United States from whom the 
recipient received in good faith the meat 
food product or the animal from which the 
meat food product was derived, or received in 
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good faith food intended to be fed to the ani-
mal, to the effect that the meat food prod-
uct, or the animal, or the meat food product, 
respectively, does not contain a cloned prod-
uct or was not produced with a cloned prod-
uct. 

‘‘(2) AUDIT VERIFICATION SYSTEM.—In the 
case of recipients who establish guaranties 
or undertakings in accordance with para-
graph (1), the Secretary may exempt the re-
cipients from the requirement under sub-
section (b)(2) regarding maintaining a 
verifiable recordkeeping audit trail. 

‘‘(3) FALSE GUARANTY.—It is a violation of 
this Act for a person to give a guaranty or 
undertaking in accordance with paragraph 
(1) that the person knows or has reason to 
know is false. 

‘‘(e) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may as-

sess a civil penalty against a person that vio-
lates subsection (b) or (c) in an amount not 
to exceed $100,000 for each violation. 

‘‘(2) NOTICE AND OPPORTUNITY FOR HEAR-
ING.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A civil penalty under 
paragraph (1) shall be assessed by the Sec-
retary by an order made on the record after 
opportunity for a hearing provided in accord-
ance with this paragraph and section 554 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

‘‘(B) WRITTEN NOTICE.—Before issuing an 
order under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(i) give written notice to the person to be 
assessed a civil penalty under the order of 
the proposal of the Secretary to issue the 
order; and 

‘‘(ii) provide the person an opportunity for 
a hearing on the order. 

‘‘(C) AUTHORIZATIONS.—In the course of any 
investigation, the Secretary may issue sub-
poenas requiring the attendance and testi-
mony of witnesses and the production of evi-
dence that relates to the matter under inves-
tigation. 

‘‘(3) CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING AMOUNT OF 
PENALTY.—In determining the amount of a 
civil penalty under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall consider— 

‘‘(A) the nature, circumstances, extent, 
and gravity of the 1 or more violations; and 

‘‘(B) with respect to the violator— 
‘‘(i) ability to pay; 
‘‘(ii) effect on ability to continue to do 

business; 
‘‘(iii) any history of prior violations; 
‘‘(iv) the degree of culpability; and 
‘‘(v) such other matters as justice may re-

quire. 
‘‘(4) CERTAIN AUTHORITIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may com-

promise, modify, or remit, with or without 
conditions, any civil penalty under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(B) DEDUCTION FROM SUMS OWED.—The 
amount of a civil penalty under this sub-
section, when finally determined, or the 
amount agreed upon in compromise, may be 
deducted from any sums owing by the United 
States to the person charged. 

‘‘(5) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person who re-

quested, in accordance with paragraph (2), a 
hearing respecting the assessment of a civil 
penalty under paragraph (1) and who is ag-
grieved by an order assessing a civil penalty 
may file a petition for judicial review of the 
order with— 

‘‘(i) the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit; or 

‘‘(ii) any other circuit in which the person 
resides or transacts business. 

‘‘(B) FILING DEADLINE.—A petition de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) may only be 
filed within the 60-day period beginning on 
the date the order making the assessment 
was issued. 

‘‘(6) FAILURE TO PAY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 

shall recover the amount assessed under a 
civil penalty (plus interest at prevailing 
rates from the date of the expiration of the 
60-day period referred to in paragraph (5)(B) 
or the date of the final judgment, as appro-
priate) in an action brought in any appro-
priate district court of the United States if a 
person fails to pay the assessment— 

‘‘(i) after the order making the assessment 
becomes final, if the person does not file a 
petition for judicial review of the order in 
accordance with paragraph (5)(A); or 

‘‘(ii) after a court in an action brought 
under paragraph (5) has entered a final judg-
ment in favor of the Secretary; 

‘‘(B) EXEMPTIONS FROM REVIEW.—In an ac-
tion described in subparagraph (A), the valid-
ity, amount, and appropriateness of the civil 
penalty shall not be subject to review. 

‘‘(f) CITIZEN SUITS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (3), any person may on his or her 
behalf commence a civil action in an appro-
priate district court of the United States 
against— 

‘‘(A) a person who is alleged to have en-
gaged in a violation of subsection (b) or (c); 
or 

‘‘(B) the Secretary in a case in which there 
is alleged a failure of the Secretary to per-
form any act or duty under subsection (b) or 
(c) that is not discretionary. 

‘‘(2) RELIEF.—In a civil action under para-
graph (1), the district court involved may, as 
appropriate— 

‘‘(A) enforce the compliance of a person 
with the applicable provisions referred to 
paragraph (1)(A); or 

‘‘(B) order the Secretary to perform an act 
or duty referred to in paragraph (1)(B). 

‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) NOTICE TO SECRETARY.—A civil action 

may not be commenced under paragraph 
(1)(A) prior to 60 days after the date on which 
the plaintiff provided to the Secretary notice 
of the violation involved. 

‘‘(B) RELATION TO ACTIONS OF SECRETARY.— 
A civil action may not be commenced under 
paragraph (1)(B) if the Secretary has com-
menced and is diligently prosecuting a civil 
or criminal action in a district court of the 
United States to enforce compliance with 
the applicable provisions referred to in para-
graph (1)(A). 

‘‘(4) RIGHT OF SECRETARY TO INTERVENE.—In 
any civil action under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary, if not a party, may intervene as a 
matter of right. 

‘‘(5) AWARD OF COSTS; FILING OF BOND.— 
‘‘(A) AWARD OF COSTS.—In a civil action 

under paragraph (1), the district court in-
volved may award costs of litigation (includ-
ing reasonable attorney and expert witness 
fees) to any party in any case in which the 
court determines such an award is appro-
priate. 

‘‘(B) FILING OF BOND.—The court may, if a 
temporary restraining order or preliminary 
injunction is sought, require the filing of a 
bond or equivalent security in accordance 
with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

‘‘(6) SAVINGS PROVISION.—This subsection 
does not restrict any right that a person (or 
class of persons) may have under any statute 
or common law— 

‘‘(A) to seek enforcement of the provisions 
referred to in paragraph (1)(A); or 

‘‘(B) to seek any other relief (including re-
lief against the Secretary).’’. 

(2) INCLUSION OF LABELING REQUIREMENTS IN 
DEFINITION OF MISBRANDED.—Section 1(n) of 
the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 
601(n)) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of para-
graph (11); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (12) and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(13) if it fails to bear a label or labeling as 

required by section 7A.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 

amendments made by this section shall take 
effect upon the expiration of the 180-day pe-
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

SA 3526. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike section 6023. 

SA 3527. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike section 6025 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 6025. HISTORIC BARN PRESERVATION. 

Section 379A of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2008o) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(4)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘There are’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There are’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—If, at any time during 

the 2–year period preceding the date on 
which funds are made available to carry out 
this section, Congress has provided supple-
mental agricultural assistance to agricul-
tural producers or the President has declared 
an agricultural-related emergency— 

‘‘(i) none of the funds made available to 
carry out this section shall be used for the 
program under this section; and 

‘‘(ii) the funds made available to carry out 
this section shall be— 

‘‘(I) used to carry out programs that ad-
dress the agricultural emergencies identified 
by Congress or the President; or 

‘‘(II) returned to the Treasury of the 
United States for debt reduction to offset the 
costs of the emergency agricultural spend-
ing.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) REPEAL.—If, during each of 5 consecu-

tive fiscal years, Congress has provided sup-
plemental agricultural assistance to agricul-
tural producers or the President has declared 
an agricultural-related emergency, this sec-
tion is repealed.’’. 

SA 3528. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

Strike section 7312 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
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SEC. 7312. NATIONAL ARBORETUM. 

The Act of March 4, 1927 (20 U.S.C. 191 et 
seq.), is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 7. CONSTRUCTION OF A CHINESE GARDEN 

AT NATIONAL ARBORETUM. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A Chinese Garden may 

be constructed at the National Arboretum 
established under this Act with— 

‘‘(1) funds accepted under section 5; and 
‘‘(2) authorities provided to the Secretary 

of Agriculture under section 6. 
‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—No Federal funds shall be 

used for the construction and maintenance 
of the Chinese Garden authorized under sub-
section (a).’’. 

SA 3529. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
countinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title XI, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 11lll. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

CONFERENCE TRANSPARENCY. 
(a) REPORTS ON CONFERENCE EXPENDI-

TURES.—For fiscal year 2008 and each fiscal 
year thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to the Inspector General of the Department 
of Agriculture quarterly reports that de-
scribe the costs and contracting procedures 
relating to each conference or meeting held 
by the Department of Agriculture during the 
quarter covered by the report for which the 
cost to the Federal Government was more 
than $20,000. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under subsection (a) shall include, for each 
conference and meeting covered by the re-
port— 

(1) a description of the number partici-
pants attending, and the purpose of those 
participants for attending, the conference or 
meeting; 

(2) a detailed statement of the costs in-
curred by the Federal Government relating 
to that conference or meeting, including— 

(A) the cost of any food or beverages; 
(B) the cost of any audio-visual services; 
(C) the cost of all related travel; and 
(D) a discussion of the methodology used 

to determine which costs relate to that con-
ference or meeting; and 

(3) a description of the contracting proce-
dures relating to that conference or meeting, 
including— 

(A) whether contracts were awarded on a 
competitive basis; and 

(B) a discussion of any cost comparison 
conducted by the Department of Agriculture 
in evaluating potential contractors for any 
conference or meeting. 

(c) TRAVEL EXPENSES.— 
(1) DEFINITION OF CONFERENCE.—In this sub-

section, the term ‘‘conference’’ means a 
meeting that— 

(A) is held for consultation, education, 
awareness, or discussion; 

(B) includes participants who are not all 
employees of the same agency; 

(C) is not held entirely at an agency facil-
ity; 

(D) involves costs associated with travel 
and lodging for some participants; and 

(E) is sponsored by 1 or more agencies, 1 or 
more organizations that are not agencies, or 
a combination of those agencies or organiza-
tions. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than September 30 
of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall sub-

mit to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate, and post on the public website of 
the Department of Agriculture in a search-
able, electronic format, a report on each con-
ference for which the Department of Agri-
culture paid travel expenses during the fiscal 
year covered by the report, including— 

(A) a description of— 
(i) the itemized expenses paid by the De-

partment of Agriculture, including travel ex-
penses and any other expenditures to support 
the conference; 

(ii) the primary sponsor of the conference; 
and 

(iii) the location of the conference; and 
(B) in the case of a conference for which 

the Department of Agriculture was the pri-
mary sponsor, a statement that— 

(i) justifies the location selected; 
(ii) demonstrates the cost efficiency of the 

location; 
(iii) specifies the date or dates of the con-

ference; 
(iv) includes a brief explanation of the 

ways in which the conference advanced the 
mission of the Department of Agriculture; 
and 

(v) specifies the total number of individ-
uals whose travel or attendance at the con-
ference was paid for, in whole or in part, by 
the Department of Agriculture. 

(d) LIMITATION ON FUNDING FOR CON-
FERENCES.—Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this Act, not more than $15,000,000 
of amounts made available to the Secretary 
pursuant to this Act and the amendments 
made by this Act shall be used for expenses 
relating to conferences, including for con-
ference programs, conference travel costs, 
and related expenses. 

SA 3530. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title XI, insert 
the following: 
SEC. lll. PAYMENTS TO DECEASED INDIVID-

UALS AND ESTATES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
not provide to any deceased individual or es-
tate of such an individual any agricultural 
payment under this Act, or an Act amended 
by this Act, after the date that is 1 program 
year (as determined by the Secretary with 
respect to the applicable payment program) 
after the date of death of the individual. 

(b) REPORT.—As soon as practicable after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate, and post on the website of the 
Department of Agriculture, a report that de-
scribes, for the period covered by the re-
port— 

(1) the number and aggregate amount of 
agricultural payments described in sub-
section (a) provided to deceased individuals 
and estates of deceased individuals; and 

(2) for each such payment, the length of 
time the estate of the deceased individual 
that received the payment has been open. 

SA 3531. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

In section 1608(d), strike paragraph (2) and 
insert the following: 

(2) MEMBERS.—As soon as practicable after 
the date on which funds are first made avail-
able to carry out this section— 

(A) 2 members of the Commission shall be 
appointed by the Chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives, in consultation with the ranking mem-
ber of that committee; 

(B) 2 members of the Commission shall be 
appointed by the Chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate, in consultation with the ranking 
member of that committee; 

(C) 10 members of the Commission shall be 
appointed by the Secretary; 

(D) 2 members of the Commission shall be 
appointed by the Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Agriculture, Rural Develop-
ment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
Related Agencies of the House of Representa-
tives, in consultation with the ranking mem-
ber of that subcommittee; and 

(E) 2 members of the Commission shall be 
appointed by the Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Agriculture, Rural Develop-
ment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
Related Agencies of the Senate, in consulta-
tion with the ranking member of that sub-
committee. 

SA 3532. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 1197, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 9004. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

FUNDING OF RURAL ENERGY FOR 
AMERICA PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(1) the amount of mandatory funding made 

available under section 9007(j)(1) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) does not provide 
additional discretionary funds under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
(2 U.S.C. 633(b)) for fiscal years 2009 through 
2012; and 

(2) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 9007(j)(2) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) would require— 

(A) additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); or 

(B) substantial cuts to discretionary con-
servation, food safety, nutrition, rural devel-
opment, or agricultural research initiatives 
in existence as of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that additional discretionary funds 
should be provided under section 302(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633(a)) to accomplish each objective of sec-
tion 9007 of the Farm Security and Rural In-
vestment Act of 2002 (as amended by section 
9001). 
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SA 3533. Mr. KOHL submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 1197, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 9004. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

FUNDING OF REGIONAL BIOMASS 
CROP EXPERIMENTS PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(1) the amount of mandatory funding made 

available under section 9010(e)(1) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) does not provide 
additional discretionary funds under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
(2 U.S.C. 633(b)); and 

(2) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 9010(e)(2) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) would require— 

(A) additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); or 

(B) substantial cuts to discretionary con-
servation, food safety, nutrition, rural devel-
opment, or agricultural research initiatives 
in existence as of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that additional discretionary funds 
should be provided under section 302(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633(a)) to accomplish each objective of sec-
tion 9010 of the Farm Security and Rural In-
vestment Act of 2002 (as amended by section 
9001). 

SA 3534. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 1197, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 9004. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

FUNDING OF SUN GRANT PROGRAM. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(1) the amount of mandatory funding made 

available under section 9009(j)(1) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) does not provide 
additional discretionary funds under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
(2 U.S.C. 633(b)); and 

(2) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 9009(j)(2) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) would require— 

(A) additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); or 

(B) substantial cuts to discretionary con-
servation, food safety, nutrition, rural devel-
opment, or agricultural research initiatives 
in existence as of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that additional discretionary funds 
should be provided under section 302(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633(a)) to accomplish each objective of sec-
tion 9009 of the Farm Security and Rural In-
vestment Act of 2002 (as amended by section 
9001). 

SA 3535. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 1197, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 9004. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

FUNDING OF BIOMASS RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2000. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(1) the amount of mandatory funding made 

available under section 9008(h)(1) of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (as amended by section 9001) does not 
provide additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); and 

(2) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 9008(h)(2) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
(as amended by section 9001) would require— 

(A) additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); or 

(B) substantial cuts to discretionary con-
servation, food safety, nutrition, rural devel-
opment, or agricultural research initiatives 
in existence as of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that additional discretionary funds 
should be provided under section 302(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633(a)) to accomplish each objective of sec-
tion 9008 of the Farm Security and Rural In-
vestment Act of 2002 (as amended by section 
9001). 

SA 3536. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 893, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 6404. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

FUNDING OF RURAL COLLABO-
RATIVE INVESTMENT PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(1) the amount of mandatory funding made 

available under section 385H(a) of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(as amended by section 6032) does not provide 
additional discretionary funds under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
(2 U.S.C. 633(b)); and 

(2) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 385H(c) of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (as 
amended by section 6032) would require— 

(A) additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); or 

(B) substantial cuts to discretionary con-
servation, food safety, nutrition, rural devel-
opment, or agricultural research initiatives 
in existence as of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that additional discretionary funds 
should be provided under section 302(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633(a)) to accomplish each objective of sub-
title I of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 

Development Act (as amended by section 
6032). 

SA 3537. Mr. KOHL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3500 proposed by Mr. 
HARKIN (for himself, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. GRASSLEY) to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 893, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 6404. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

FUNDING OF RURAL MICROENTER-
PRISE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(1) the amount of mandatory funding made 

available under section 366(d)(1) of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(as added by section 6022) does not provide 
additional discretionary funds under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
(2 U.S.C. 633(b)) for fiscal years 2009 through 
2012; and 

(2) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 366(d)(2) of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (as 
added by section 6022) would require— 

(A) additional discretionary funds under 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(b)); or 

(B) substantial cuts to discretionary con-
servation, food safety, nutrition, rural devel-
opment, or agricultural research initiatives 
in existence as of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that additional discretionary funds 
should be provided under section 302(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633(a)) to accomplish each objective of sec-
tion 366 of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (as added by section 6022). 

SA 3538. Mr. AKAKA (for himself, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. FEINGOLD, 
Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. LAUTENBERG) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2419, 
to provide for the continuation of agri-
cultural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 11072. PROTECTION OF PETS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Pet Safety and Protection Act 
of 2007’’. 

(b) RESEARCH FACILITIES.—Section 7 of the 
Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2137) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 7. SOURCES OF DOGS AND CATS FOR RE-

SEARCH FACILITIES. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF PERSON.—In this sec-

tion, the term ‘person’ means any individual, 
partnership, firm, joint stock company, cor-
poration, association, trust, estate, pound, 
shelter, or other legal entity. 

‘‘(b) USE OF DOGS AND CATS.—No research 
facility or Federal research facility may use 
a dog or cat for research or educational pur-
poses if the dog or cat was obtained from a 
person other than a person described in sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(c) SELLING, DONATING, OR OFFERING DOGS 
AND CATS.—No person, other than a person 
described in subsection (d), may sell, donate, 
or offer a dog or cat to any research facility 
or Federal research facility. 

‘‘(d) PERMISSIBLE SOURCES.—A person from 
whom a research facility or a Federal re-
search facility may obtain a dog or cat for 
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research or educational purposes under sub-
section (b), and a person who may sell, do-
nate, or offer a dog or cat to a research facil-
ity or a Federal research facility under sub-
section (c), shall be— 

‘‘(1) a dealer licensed under section 3 that 
has bred and raised the dog or cat; 

‘‘(2) a publicly owned and operated pound 
or shelter that— 

‘‘(A) is registered with the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) is in compliance with section 28(a)(1) 

and with the requirements for dealers in sub-
sections (b) and (c) of section 28; and 

‘‘(C) obtained the dog or cat from its legal 
owner, other than a pound or shelter; 

‘‘(3) a person that is donating the dog or 
cat and that— 

‘‘(A) bred and raised the dog or cat; or 
‘‘(B) owned the dog or cat for not less than 

1 year immediately preceding the donation; 
‘‘(4) a research facility licensed by the Sec-

retary; and 
‘‘(5) a Federal research facility licensed by 

the Secretary. 
‘‘(e) PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person that violates 

this section shall be fined $1,000 for each vio-
lation. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL PENALTY.—A penalty 
under this subsection shall be in addition to 
any other applicable penalty. 

‘‘(f) NO REQUIRED SALE OR DONATION.— 
Nothing in this section requires a pound or 
shelter to sell, donate, or offer a dog or cat 
to a research facility or Federal research fa-
cility.’’. 

(c) FEDERAL RESEARCH FACILITIES.—Sec-
tion 8 of the Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 
2138) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘SEC. 8. No department’’ and 
inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 8. FEDERAL RESEARCH FACILITIES. 

‘‘Except as provided in section 7, no de-
partment’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘research or experimen-
tation or’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘such purposes’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘that purpose’’. 

(d) CERTIFICATION.—Section 28(b)(1) of the 
Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2158(b)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘individual or entity’’ 
and inserting ‘‘research facility or Federal 
research facility’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (b), (c), and (d) take ef-
fect on the date that is 90 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

SA 3539. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for 
the continuation of agricultural pro-
grams through fiscal year 2012, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XI, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 1107l. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CONDUCT INSPECTIONS AND ISSUE 
REGULATIONS. 

(a) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority to conduct inspections and issue reg-
ulations under the provisions of law de-
scribed in subsection (b) shall terminate on 
the date that is 2 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(b) PROVISIONS OF LAW.—The provisions of 
law referred to in subsection (a) are— 

(1) the Poultry Products Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 451 et seq.); 

(2) the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.); 

(3) the Egg Products Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 1031 et seq.); and 

(4) chapter IV of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 341 et seq.). 

SA 3540. Mr. CASEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2419, to provide for 
the continuation of agricultural pro-
grams through fiscal year 2012, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 266, between lines 10 and 11, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 19ll. INSURANCE UNITS. 

Section 508(c) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(c)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(11) INSURANCE UNITS.—In those areas in 
which optional units are only available by 
farm serial number, the Corporation shall 
allow separate optional units for each tract 
on the farm within a single farm serial num-
ber basis, as determined by the Secretary.’’. 

SA 3541. Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. 
ALLARD, Mr. BROWNBACK) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to provide for the continuation of 
agricultural programs through fiscal 
year 2012, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

On page 895, lines 12 and 13, strike ‘‘sub-
section (e)’’ and insert ‘‘subsection (g)’’. 

On page 895, strike lines 16 through 19 and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(d) INITIAL IMPLEMENTATION.—To address 
the urgent security concerns of the United 
States with respect to public health, bioter-
rorism preparedness, and food supply secu-
rity, in implementing the first phase of the 
veterinary medicine loan repayment pro-
gram, the Secretary shall give priority to 
large and mixed animal practitioner short-
ages in rural communities. 

‘‘(e) USE OF FUNDS.—None of the funds ap-
propriated to the Secretary under subsection 
(g) may be used to carry out section 5379 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

‘‘(f) REGULATIONS.—Notwithstanding sub-
chapter II of chapter 5 of title 5, United 
States Code, not later than 270 days after the 
date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations to 
carry out this section.’’. 

SA 3542. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself 
and Mr. THUNE, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mr. CRAIG, Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr. COLE-
MAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2419, to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs 
through fiscal year 2012, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the end of title IX, add the following: 
Subtitle B—Biofuels for Energy Security and 

Transportation 
SEC. 9101. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Biofuels 
for Energy Security and Transportation Act 
of 2007’’. 
SEC. 9102. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) ADVANCED BIOFUEL.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘advanced 

biofuel’’ means fuel derived from renewable 
biomass other than corn starch. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘advanced 
biofuel’’ includes— 

(i) ethanol derived from cellulose, hemi-
cellulose, or lignin; 

(ii) ethanol derived from sugar or starch, 
other than ethanol derived from corn starch; 

(iii) ethanol derived from waste material, 
including crop residue, other vegetative 

waste material, animal waste, and food 
waste and yard waste; 

(iv) diesel-equivalent fuel derived from re-
newable biomass, including vegetable oil and 
animal fat; 

(v) biogas (including landfill gas and sew-
age waste treatment gas) produced through 
the conversion of organic matter from re-
newable biomass; 

(vi) butanol or other alcohols produced 
through the conversion of organic matter 
from renewable biomass; and 

(vii) other fuel derived from cellulosic bio-
mass. 

(2) CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETHANOL.—The 
term ‘‘cellulosic biomass ethanol’’ means 
ethanol derived from any cellulose, hemi-
cellulose, or lignin that is derived from re-
newable biomass. 

(3) CONVENTIONAL BIOFUEL.—The term 
‘‘conventional biofuel’’ means ethanol de-
rived from corn starch. 

(4) RENEWABLE BIOMASS.—The term ‘‘re-
newable biomass’’ means— 

(A) nonmerchantable materials or 
precommercial thinnings that— 

(i) are byproducts of preventive treat-
ments, such as trees, wood, brush, thinnings, 
chips, and slash, that are removed— 

(I) to reduce hazardous fuels; 
(II) to reduce or contain disease or insect 

infestation; or 
(III) to restore forest health; 
(ii) would not otherwise be used for higher- 

value products; and 
(iii) are harvested from National Forest 

System land or public land (as defined in sec-
tion 103 of the Federal Land Policy and Man-
agement Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702))— 

(I) where permitted by law; and 
(II) in accordance with— 
(aa) applicable land management plans; 

and 
(bb) the requirements for old-growth main-

tenance, restoration, and management direc-
tion of paragraphs (2), (3), and (4) of sub-
section (e) and the requirements for large- 
tree retention of subsection (f) of section 102 
of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 
2003 (16 U.S.C. 6512); or 

(B) any organic matter that is available on 
a renewable or recurring basis from non-Fed-
eral land or from land belonging to an Indian 
tribe, or an Indian individual, that is held in 
trust by the United States or subject to a re-
striction against alienation imposed by the 
United States, including— 

(i) renewable plant material, including— 
(I) feed grains; 
(II) other agricultural commodities; 
(III) other plants and trees; and 
(IV) algae; and 
(ii) waste material, including— 
(I) crop residue; 
(II) other vegetative waste material (in-

cluding wood waste and wood residues); 
(III) animal waste and byproducts (includ-

ing fats, oils, greases, and manure); and 
(IV) food waste and yard waste. 
(5) RENEWABLE FUEL.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘renewable 

fuel’’ means motor vehicle fuel or home 
heating fuel that is— 

(i) produced from renewable biomass; and 
(ii) used to replace or reduce the quantity 

of fossil fuel present in a fuel or fuel mixture 
used to operate a motor vehicle or furnace. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘renewable fuel’’ 
includes— 

(i) conventional biofuel; and 
(ii) advanced biofuel. 
(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Energy 
(7) SMALL REFINERY.—The term ‘‘small re-

finery’’ means a refinery for which the aver-
age aggregate daily crude oil throughput for 
a calendar year (as determined by dividing 
the aggregate throughput for the calendar 
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year by the number of days in the calendar 
year) does not exceed 75,000 barrels. 

PART I—RENEWABLE FUEL STANDARD 
SEC. 9111. RENEWABLE FUEL STANDARD. 

(a) RENEWABLE FUEL PROGRAM.— 
(1) REGULATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
President shall promulgate regulations to 
ensure that motor vehicle fuel and home 
heating oil sold or introduced into commerce 
in the United States (except in noncontig-
uous States or territories), on an annual av-
erage basis, contains the applicable volume 
of renewable fuel determined in accordance 
with paragraph (2). 

(B) PROVISIONS OF REGULATIONS.—Regard-
less of the date of promulgation, the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A)— 

(i) shall contain compliance provisions ap-
plicable to refineries, blenders, distributors, 
and importers, as appropriate, to ensure 
that— 

(I) the requirements of this subsection are 
met; and 

(II) renewable fuels produced from facili-
ties that commence operations after the date 
of enactment of this Act achieve at least a 20 
percent reduction in life cycle greenhouse 
gas emissions compared to gasoline; but 

(ii) shall not— 
(I) restrict geographic areas in the contig-

uous United States in which renewable fuel 
may be used; or 

(II) impose any per-gallon obligation for 
the use of renewable fuel. 

(C) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER REGULATIONS.— 
Regulations promulgated under this para-
graph shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, incorporate the program structure, 
compliance, and reporting requirements es-
tablished under the final regulations promul-
gated to implement the renewable fuel pro-
gram established by the amendment made by 
section 1501(a)(2) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (Public Law 109–58; 119 Stat. 1067). 

(2) APPLICABLE VOLUME.— 
(A) CALENDAR YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2022.— 
(i) RENEWABLE FUEL.—For the purpose of 

paragraph (1), subject to clause (ii), the ap-
plicable volume for any of calendar years 
2008 through 2022 shall be determined in ac-
cordance with the following table: 

Applicable volume of 
renewable fuel 

Calendar year: (in billions of 
gallons): 

2008 .................................................. 8.5
2009 .................................................. 10.5
2010 .................................................. 12.0
2011 .................................................. 12.6
2012 .................................................. 13.2
2013 .................................................. 13.8
2014 .................................................. 14.4
2015 .................................................. 15.0
2016 .................................................. 18.0
2017 .................................................. 21.0
2018 .................................................. 24.0
2019 .................................................. 27.0
2020 .................................................. 30.0
2021 .................................................. 33.0
2022 .................................................. 36.0. 

(ii) ADVANCED BIOFUELS.—For the purpose 
of paragraph (1), of the volume of renewable 
fuel required under clause (i), the applicable 
volume for any of calendar years 2016 
through 2022 for advanced biofuels shall be 
determined in accordance with the following 
table: 

Applicable volume of 
advanced biofuels 

Calendar year: (in billions of 
gallons): 

2016 .................................................. 3.0
2017 .................................................. 6.0
2018 .................................................. 9.0

Applicable volume of 
advanced biofuels 

Calendar year: (in billions of 
gallons): 

2019 .................................................. 12.0
2020 .................................................. 15.0
2021 .................................................. 18.0
2022 .................................................. 21.0. 
(B) CALENDAR YEAR 2023 AND THEREAFTER.— 

Subject to subparagraph (C), for the purposes 
of paragraph (1), the applicable volume for 
calendar year 2023 and each calendar year 
thereafter shall be determined by the Presi-
dent, in coordination with the Secretary of 
Energy, the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, based on a review of the 
implementation of the program during cal-
endar years 2007 through 2022, including a re-
view of— 

(i) the impact of renewable fuels on the en-
ergy security of the United States; 

(ii) the expected annual rate of future pro-
duction of renewable fuels, including ad-
vanced biofuels; 

(iii) the impact of renewable fuels on the 
infrastructure of the United States, includ-
ing deliverability of materials, goods, and 
products other than renewable fuel, and the 
sufficiency of infrastructure to deliver re-
newable fuel; and 

(iv) the impact of the use of renewable 
fuels on other factors, including job creation, 
the price and supply of agricultural commod-
ities, rural economic development, and the 
environment. 

(C) MINIMUM APPLICABLE VOLUME.—Subject 
to subparagraph (D), for the purpose of para-
graph (1), the applicable volume for calendar 
year 2023 and each calendar year thereafter 
shall be equal to the product obtained by 
multiplying— 

(i) the number of gallons of gasoline that 
the President estimates will be sold or intro-
duced into commerce in the calendar year; 
and 

(ii) the ratio that— 
(I) 36,000,000,000 gallons of renewable fuel; 

bears to 
(II) the number of gallons of gasoline sold 

or introduced into commerce in calendar 
year 2022. 

(D) MINIMUM PERCENTAGE OF ADVANCED 
BIOFUEL.—For the purpose of paragraph (1) 
and subparagraph (C), at least 60 percent of 
the minimum applicable volume for calendar 
year 2023 and each calendar year thereafter 
shall be advanced biofuel. 

(b) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGES.— 
(1) PROVISION OF ESTIMATE OF VOLUMES OF 

GASOLINE SALES.—Not later than October 31 
of each of calendar years 2008 through 2021, 
the Administrator of the Energy Information 
Administration shall provide to the Presi-
dent an estimate, with respect to the fol-
lowing calendar year, of the volumes of gaso-
line projected to be sold or introduced into 
commerce in the United States. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF APPLICABLE PERCENT-
AGES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
30 of each of calendar years 2008 through 2022, 
based on the estimate provided under para-
graph (1), the President shall determine and 
publish in the Federal Register, with respect 
to the following calendar year, the renewable 
fuel obligation that ensures that the require-
ments of subsection (a) are met. 

(B) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The renewable 
fuel obligation determined for a calendar 
year under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) be applicable to refineries, blenders, and 
importers, as appropriate; 

(ii) be expressed in terms of a volume per-
centage of gasoline sold or introduced into 
commerce in the United States; and 

(iii) subject to paragraph (3)(A), consist of 
a single applicable percentage that applies to 

all categories of persons specified in clause 
(i). 

(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—In determining the ap-
plicable percentage for a calendar year, the 
President shall make adjustments— 

(A) to prevent the imposition of redundant 
obligations on any person specified in para-
graph (2)(B)(i); and 

(B) to account for the use of renewable fuel 
during the previous calendar year by small 
refineries that are exempt under subsection 
(g). 

(c) VOLUME CONVERSION FACTORS FOR RE-
NEWABLE FUELS BASED ON ENERGY CONTENT 
OR REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of sub-
section (a), the President shall assign values 
to specific types of advanced biofuels for the 
purpose of satisfying the fuel volume re-
quirements of subsection (a)(2) in accordance 
with this subsection. 

(2) ENERGY CONTENT RELATIVE TO ETH-
ANOL.—For advanced biofuel, 1 gallon of the 
advanced biofuel shall be considered to be 
the equivalent of 1 gallon of renewable fuel 
multiplied by the ratio that— 

(A) the number of British thermal units of 
energy produced by the combustion of 1 gal-
lon of the advanced biofuel (as measured 
under conditions determined by the Sec-
retary); bears to 

(B) the number of British thermal units of 
energy produced by the combustion of 1 gal-
lon of pure ethanol (as measured under con-
ditions determined by the Secretary to be 
comparable to conditions described in sub-
paragraph (A)). 

(3) TRANSITIONAL ENERGY-RELATED CONVER-
SION FACTORS FOR CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETH-
ANOL.—For any of calendar years 2008 
through 2015, 1 gallon of cellulosic biomass 
ethanol shall be considered to be the equiva-
lent of 2.5 gallons of renewable fuel. 

(d) CREDIT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary and the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall implement a credit program to 
manage the renewable fuel requirement of 
this section in a manner consistent with the 
credit program established by the amend-
ment made by section 1501(a)(2) of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58; 
119 Stat. 1067). 

(2) MARKET TRANSPARENCY.—In carrying 
out the credit program under this sub-
section, the President shall facilitate price 
transparency in markets for the sale and 
trade of credits, with due regard for the pub-
lic interest, the integrity of those markets, 
fair competition, and the protection of con-
sumers and agricultural producers. 

(e) SEASONAL VARIATIONS IN RENEWABLE 
FUEL USE.— 

(1) STUDY.—For each of calendar years 2008 
through 2022, the Administrator of the En-
ergy Information Administration shall con-
duct a study of renewable fuel blending to 
determine whether there are excessive sea-
sonal variations in the use of renewable fuel. 

(2) REGULATION OF EXCESSIVE SEASONAL 
VARIATIONS.—If, for any calendar year, the 
Administrator of the Energy Information 
Administration, based on the study under 
paragraph (1), makes the determinations 
specified in paragraph (3), the President shall 
promulgate regulations to ensure that 25 
percent or more of the quantity of renewable 
fuel necessary to meet the requirements of 
subsection (a) is used during each of the 2 pe-
riods specified in paragraph (4) of each subse-
quent calendar year. 

(3) DETERMINATIONS.—The determinations 
referred to in paragraph (2) are that— 

(A) less than 25 percent of the quantity of 
renewable fuel necessary to meet the re-
quirements of subsection (a) has been used 
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during 1 of the 2 periods specified in para-
graph (4) of the calendar year; 

(B) a pattern of excessive seasonal vari-
ation described in subparagraph (A) will con-
tinue in subsequent calendar years; and 

(C) promulgating regulations or other re-
quirements to impose a 25 percent or more 
seasonal use of renewable fuels will not sig-
nificantly— 

(i) increase the price of motor fuels to the 
consumer; or 

(ii) prevent or interfere with the attain-
ment of national ambient air quality stand-
ards. 

(4) PERIODS.—The 2 periods referred to in 
this subsection are— 

(A) April through September; and 
(B) January through March and October 

through December. 
(f) WAIVERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Energy, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, may waive the requirements of sub-
section (a) in whole or in part on petition by 
one or more States by reducing the national 
quantity of renewable fuel required under 
subsection (a), based on a determination by 
the President (after public notice and oppor-
tunity for comment), that— 

(A) implementation of the requirement 
would severely harm the economy or envi-
ronment of a State, a region, or the United 
States; or 

(B) extreme and unusual circumstances 
exist that prevent distribution of an ade-
quate supply of domestically-produced re-
newable fuel to consumers in the United 
States. 

(2) PETITIONS FOR WAIVERS.—The President, 
in consultation with the Secretary of En-
ergy, the Secretary of Agriculture, and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, shall approve or disapprove a 
State petition for a waiver of the require-
ments of subsection (a) within 30 days after 
the date on which the petition is received by 
the President. 

(3) TERMINATION OF WAIVERS.—A waiver 
granted under paragraph (1) shall terminate 
after 1 year, but may be renewed by the 
President after consultation with the Sec-
retary of Energy, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency. 

(g) SMALL REFINERIES.— 
(1) TEMPORARY EXEMPTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of sub-

section (a) shall not apply to— 
(i) small refineries (other than a small re-

finery described in clause (ii)) until calendar 
year 2013; and 

(ii) small refineries owned by a small busi-
ness refiner (as defined in section 45H(c) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986) until cal-
endar year 2015. 

(B) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.— 
(i) STUDY BY SECRETARY.—Not later than 

December 31, 2008, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the President and Congress a report 
describing the results of a study to deter-
mine whether compliance with the require-
ments of subsection (a) would impose a dis-
proportionate economic hardship on small 
refineries. 

(ii) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.—In the case 
of a small refinery that the Secretary deter-
mines under clause (i) would be subject to a 
disproportionate economic hardship if re-
quired to comply with subsection (a), the 
President shall extend the exemption under 
subparagraph (A) for the small refinery for a 
period of not less than 2 additional years. 

(2) PETITIONS BASED ON DISPROPORTIONATE 
ECONOMIC HARDSHIP.— 

(A) EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION.—A small re-
finery may at any time petition the Presi-

dent for an extension of the exemption under 
paragraph (1) for the reason of dispropor-
tionate economic hardship. 

(B) EVALUATION OF PETITIONS.—In evalu-
ating a petition under subparagraph (A), the 
President, in consultation with the Sec-
retary, shall consider the findings of the 
study under paragraph (1)(B) and other eco-
nomic factors. 

(C) DEADLINE FOR ACTION ON PETITIONS.— 
The President shall act on any petition sub-
mitted by a small refinery for a hardship ex-
emption not later than 90 days after the date 
of receipt of the petition. 

(3) OPT-IN FOR SMALL REFINERIES.—A small 
refinery shall be subject to the requirements 
of subsection (a) if the small refinery noti-
fies the President that the small refinery 
waives the exemption under paragraph (1). 

(h) PENALTIES AND ENFORCEMENT.— 
(1) CIVIL PENALTIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person that violates 

a regulation promulgated under subsection 
(a), or that fails to furnish any information 
required under such a regulation, shall be 
liable to the United States for a civil penalty 
of not more than the total of— 

(i) $25,000 for each day of the violation; and 
(ii) the amount of economic benefit or sav-

ings received by the person resulting from 
the violation, as determined by the Presi-
dent. 

(B) COLLECTION.—Civil penalties under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be assessed by, and col-
lected in a civil action brought by, the Sec-
retary or such other officer of the United 
States as is designated by the President. 

(2) INJUNCTIVE AUTHORITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The district courts of the 

United States shall have jurisdiction to— 
(i) restrain a violation of a regulation pro-

mulgated under subsection (a); 
(ii) award other appropriate relief; and 
(iii) compel the furnishing of information 

required under the regulation. 
(B) ACTIONS.—An action to restrain such 

violations and compel such actions shall be 
brought by and in the name of the United 
States. 

(C) SUBPOENAS.—In the action, a subpoena 
for a witness who is required to attend a dis-
trict court in any district may apply in any 
other district. 

(i) VOLUNTARY LABELING PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall estab-

lish criteria for a system of voluntary label-
ing of renewable fuels based on life cycle 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

(2) CONSUMER EDUCATION.—The President 
shall ensure that the labeling system under 
this subsection provides useful information 
to consumers making fuel purchases. 

(3) FLEXIBILITY.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the President may establish more 
than 1 label, as appropriate. 

(j) STUDY OF IMPACT OF RENEWABLE FUEL 
STANDARD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National 
Academy of Sciences under which the Acad-
emy shall conduct a study to assess the im-
pact of the requirements described in sub-
section (a)(2) on each industry relating to 
the production of feed grains, livestock, food, 
and energy. 

(2) PARTICIPATION.—In conducting the 
study under paragraph (1), the National 
Academy of Sciences shall seek the partici-
pation, and consider the input, of— 

(A) producers of feed grains; 
(B) producers of livestock, poultry, and 

pork products; 
(C) producers of food and food products; 
(D) producers of energy; 
(E) individuals and entities interested in 

issues relating to conservation, the environ-
ment, and nutrition; and 

(F) users of renewable fuels. 

(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting the 
study, the National Academy of Sciences 
shall consider— 

(A) the likely impact on domestic animal 
agriculture feedstocks that, in any crop 
year, are significantly below current projec-
tions; and 

(B) policy options to alleviate the impact 
on domestic animal agriculture feedstocks 
that are significantly below current projec-
tions. 

(4) COMPONENTS.—The study shall include— 
(A) a description of the conditions under 

which the requirements described in sub-
section (a)(2) should be suspended or reduced 
to prevent adverse impacts to domestic ani-
mal agriculture feedstocks described in para-
graph (3)(B); and 

(B) recommendations for the means by 
which the Federal Government could prevent 
or minimize adverse economic hardships and 
impacts. 

(5) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION OF STUDY.— 
Not later than 270 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report that describes the 
results of the study. 

(6) PERIODIC REVIEWS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To allow for the appro-

priate adjustment of the requirements de-
scribed in subsection (a)(2), the Secretary 
shall conduct periodic reviews of— 

(i) existing technologies; 
(ii) the feasibility of achieving compliance 

with the requirements; and 
(iii) the impacts of the requirements de-

scribed in subsection (a)(2) on each indi-
vidual and entity described in paragraph (2). 

(k) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise 
specifically provided in this section, this sec-
tion takes effect on the date on which the 
National Academies of Science completes 
the study under subsection (j). 
SEC. 9112. PRODUCTION OF RENEWABLE FUEL 

USING RENEWABLE ENERGY. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) FACILITY.—The term ‘‘facility’’ means a 

facility used for the production of renewable 
fuel. 

(2) RENEWABLE ENERGY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘renewable en-

ergy’’ has the meaning given the term in sec-
tion 203(b) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 15852(b)). 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘renewable en-
ergy’’ includes biogas produced through the 
conversion of organic matter from renewable 
biomass. 

(b) ADDITIONAL CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall pro-

vide a credit under the program established 
under section 9111(d) to the owner of a facil-
ity that uses renewable energy to displace 
more than 90 percent of the fossil fuel nor-
mally used in the production of renewable 
fuel. 

(2) CREDIT AMOUNT.—The President may 
provide the credit in a quantity that is not 
more than the equivalent of 1.5 gallons of re-
newable fuel for each gallon of renewable 
fuel produced in a facility described in para-
graph (1). 
SEC. 9113. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

THE USE OF RENEWABLE RE-
SOURCES TO GENERATE ENERGY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the United States has a quantity of re-

newable energy resources that is sufficient 
to supply a significant portion of the energy 
needs of the United States; 

(2) the agricultural, forestry, and working 
land of the United States can help ensure a 
sustainable domestic energy system; 

(3) accelerated development and use of re-
newable energy technologies provide numer-
ous benefits to the United States, including 
improved national security, improved bal-
ance of payments, healthier rural economies, 
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improved environmental quality, and abun-
dant, reliable, and affordable energy for all 
citizens of the United States; 

(4) the production of transportation fuels 
from renewable energy would help the 
United States meet rapidly growing domes-
tic and global energy demands, reduce the 
dependence of the United States on energy 
imported from volatile regions of the world 
that are politically unstable, stabilize the 
cost and availability of energy, and safe-
guard the economy and security of the 
United States; 

(5) increased energy production from do-
mestic renewable resources would attract 
substantial new investments in energy infra-
structure, create economic growth, develop 
new jobs for the citizens of the United 
States, and increase the income for farm, 
ranch, and forestry jobs in the rural regions 
of the United States; 

(6) increased use of renewable energy is 
practical and can be cost effective with the 
implementation of supportive policies and 
proper incentives to stimulate markets and 
infrastructure; and 

(7) public policies aimed at enhancing re-
newable energy production and accelerating 
technological improvements will further re-
duce energy costs over time and increase 
market demand. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that it is the goal of the United 
States that, not later than January 1, 2025, 
the agricultural, forestry, and working land 
of the United States should— 

(1) provide from renewable resources not 
less than 25 percent of the total energy con-
sumed in the United States; and 

(2) continue to produce safe, abundant, and 
affordable food, feed, and fiber. 

PART II—RENEWABLE FUELS 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 9121. INFRASTRUCTURE PILOT PROGRAM 
FOR RENEWABLE FUELS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Transpor-
tation and the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall establish a 
competitive grant pilot program (referred to 
in this section as the ‘‘pilot program’’), to be 
administered through the Vehicle Tech-
nology Deployment Program of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to provide not more than 10 
geographically-dispersed project grants to 
State governments, Indian tribal govern-
ments, local governments, metropolitan 
transportation authorities, or partnerships 
of those entities to carry out 1 or more 
projects for the purposes described in sub-
section (b). 

(b) GRANT PURPOSES.—A grant under this 
section shall be used for the establishment of 
refueling infrastructure corridors, as des-
ignated by the Secretary, for gasoline blends 
that contain not less than 11 percent, and 
not more than 85 percent, renewable fuel or 
diesel fuel that contains at least 10 percent 
renewable fuel, including— 

(1) installation of infrastructure and equip-
ment necessary to ensure adequate distribu-
tion of renewable fuels within the corridor; 

(2) installation of infrastructure and equip-
ment necessary to directly support vehicles 
powered by renewable fuels; and 

(3) operation and maintenance of infra-
structure and equipment installed as part of 
a project funded by the grant. 

(c) APPLICATIONS.— 
(1) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), not later than 90 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
issue requirements for use in applying for 
grants under the pilot program. 

(B) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—At a min-
imum, the Secretary shall require that an 
application for a grant under this section— 

(i) be submitted by— 
(I) the head of a State, tribal, or local gov-

ernment or a metropolitan transportation 
authority, or any combination of those enti-
ties; and 

(II) a registered participant in the Vehicle 
Technology Deployment Program of the De-
partment of Energy; and 

(ii) include— 
(I) a description of the project proposed in 

the application, including the ways in which 
the project meets the requirements of this 
section; 

(II) an estimate of the degree of use of the 
project, including the estimated size of fleet 
of vehicles operated with renewable fuel 
available within the geographic region of the 
corridor, measured as a total quantity and a 
percentage; 

(III) an estimate of the potential petro-
leum displaced as a result of the project 
(measured as a total quantity and a percent-
age), and a plan to collect and disseminate 
petroleum displacement and other relevant 
data relating to the project to be funded 
under the grant, over the expected life of the 
project; 

(IV) a description of the means by which 
the project will be sustainable without Fed-
eral assistance after the completion of the 
term of the grant; 

(V) a complete description of the costs of 
the project, including acquisition, construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance costs over 
the expected life of the project; and 

(VI) a description of which costs of the 
project will be supported by Federal assist-
ance under this subsection. 

(2) PARTNERS.—An applicant under para-
graph (1) may carry out a project under the 
pilot program in partnership with public and 
private entities. 

(d) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In evaluating ap-
plications under the pilot program, the Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) consider the experience of each appli-
cant with previous, similar projects; and 

(2) give priority consideration to applica-
tions that— 

(A) are most likely to maximize displace-
ment of petroleum consumption, measured 
as a total quantity and a percentage; 

(B) are best able to incorporate existing in-
frastructure while maximizing, to the extent 
practicable, the use of advanced biofuels; 

(C) demonstrate the greatest commitment 
on the part of the applicant to ensure fund-
ing for the proposed project and the greatest 
likelihood that the project will be main-
tained or expanded after Federal assistance 
under this subsection is completed; 

(D) represent a partnership of public and 
private entities; and 

(E) exceed the minimum requirements of 
subsection (c)(1)(B). 

(e) PILOT PROJECT REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The Secretary shall 

provide not more than $20,000,000 in Federal 
assistance under the pilot program to any 
applicant. 

(2) COST SHARING.—The non-Federal share 
of the cost of any activity relating to renew-
able fuel infrastructure development carried 
out using funds from a grant under this sec-
tion shall be not less than 20 percent. 

(3) MAXIMUM PERIOD OF GRANTS.—The Sec-
retary shall not provide funds to any appli-
cant under the pilot program for more than 
2 years. 

(4) DEPLOYMENT AND DISTRIBUTION.—The 
Secretary shall seek, to the maximum extent 
practicable, to ensure a broad geographic 
distribution of project sites funded by grants 
under this section. 

(5) TRANSFER OF INFORMATION AND KNOWL-
EDGE.—The Secretary shall establish mecha-
nisms to ensure that the information and 
knowledge gained by participants in the 

pilot program are transferred among the 
pilot program participants and to other in-
terested parties, including other applicants 
that submitted applications. 

(f) SCHEDULE.— 
(1) INITIAL GRANTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall publish in the Federal Reg-
ister, Commerce Business Daily, and such 
other publications as the Secretary considers 
to be appropriate, a notice and request for 
applications to carry out projects under the 
pilot program. 

(B) DEADLINE.—An application described in 
subparagraph (A) shall be submitted to the 
Secretary by not later than 180 days after 
the date of publication of the notice under 
that subparagraph. 

(C) INITIAL SELECTION.—Not later than 90 
days after the date by which applications for 
grants are due under subparagraph (B), the 
Secretary shall select by competitive, peer- 
reviewed proposal up to 5 applications for 
projects to be awarded a grant under the 
pilot program. 

(2) ADDITIONAL GRANTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall publish in the Federal Reg-
ister, Commerce Business Daily, and such 
other publications as the Secretary considers 
to be appropriate, a notice and request for 
additional applications to carry out projects 
under the pilot program that incorporate the 
information and knowledge obtained through 
the implementation of the first round of 
projects authorized under the pilot program. 

(B) DEADLINE.—An application described in 
subparagraph (A) shall be submitted to the 
Secretary by not later than 180 days after 
the date of publication of the notice under 
that subparagraph. 

(C) INITIAL SELECTION.—Not later than 90 
days after the date by which applications for 
grants are due under subparagraph (B), the 
Secretary shall select by competitive, peer- 
reviewed proposal such additional applica-
tions for projects to be awarded a grant 
under the pilot program as the Secretary de-
termines to be appropriate. 

(g) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.— 
(1) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date on which grants are awarded 
under this section, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report containing— 

(A) an identification of the grant recipi-
ents and a description of the projects to be 
funded under the pilot program; 

(B) an identification of other applicants 
that submitted applications for the pilot pro-
gram but to which funding was not provided; 
and 

(C) a description of the mechanisms used 
by the Secretary to ensure that the informa-
tion and knowledge gained by participants in 
the pilot program are transferred among the 
pilot program participants and to other in-
terested parties, including other applicants 
that submitted applications. 

(2) EVALUATION.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
annually thereafter until the termination of 
the pilot program, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report containing an eval-
uation of the effectiveness of the pilot pro-
gram, including an assessment of the petro-
leum displacement and benefits to the envi-
ronment derived from the projects included 
in the pilot program. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$200,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
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SEC. 9122. BIOENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT. 
Section 931(c) of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16231(c)) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (2), by striking 

‘‘$251,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$377,000,000’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking 
‘‘$274,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$398,000,000’’. 
SEC. 9123. BIORESEARCH CENTERS FOR SYSTEMS 

BIOLOGY PROGRAM. 
Section 977(a)(1) of the Energy Policy Act 

of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16317(a)(1)) is amended by 
inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, including the establishment of at 
least 11 bioresearch centers of varying sizes, 
as appropriate, that focus on biofuels, of 
which at least 2 centers shall be located in 
each of the 4 Petroleum Administration for 
Defense Districts with no subdistricts and 1 
center shall be located in each of the subdis-
tricts of the Petroleum Administration for 
Defense District with subdistricts’’. 
SEC. 9124. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR RENEWABLE 

FUEL FACILITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1703 of the En-

ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16513) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) RENEWABLE FUEL FACILITIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 

guarantees under this title for projects that 
produce advanced biofuel (as defined in sec-
tion 9102 of the Biofuels for Energy Security 
and Transportation Act of 2007). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A project under this 
subsection shall employ new or significantly 
improved technologies for the production of 
renewable fuels as compared to commercial 
technologies in service in the United States 
at the time that the guarantee is issued. 

‘‘(3) ISSUANCE OF FIRST LOAN GUARANTEES.— 
The requirement of section 20320(b) of divi-
sion B of the Continuing Appropriations Res-
olution, 2007 (Public Law 109–289, Public Law 
110–5), relating to the issuance of final regu-
lations, shall not apply to the first 6 guaran-
tees issued under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) PROJECT DESIGN.—A project for which 
a guarantee is made under this subsection 
shall have a project design that has been 
validated through the operation of a contin-
uous process pilot facility with an annual 
output of at least 50,000 gallons of ethanol or 
the energy equivalent volume of other ad-
vanced biofuels. 

‘‘(5) MAXIMUM GUARANTEED PRINCIPAL.—The 
total principal amount of a loan guaranteed 
under this subsection may not exceed 
$250,000,000 for a single facility. 

‘‘(6) AMOUNT OF GUARANTEE.—The Sec-
retary shall guarantee 100 percent of the 
principal and interest due on 1 or more loans 
made for a facility that is the subject of the 
guarantee under paragraph (3). 

‘‘(7) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall ap-
prove or disapprove an application for a 
guarantee under this subsection not later 
than 90 days after the date of receipt of the 
application. 

‘‘(8) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
approving or disapproving an application 
under paragraph (7), the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the approval or 
disapproval (including the reasons for the ac-
tion).’’. 

(b) IMPROVEMENTS TO UNDERLYING LOAN 
GUARANTEE AUTHORITY.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF COMMERCIAL TECH-
NOLOGY.—Section 1701(1) of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16511(1)) is amended 
by striking subparagraph (B) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘commercial 
technology’ does not include a technology if 
the sole use of the technology is in connec-
tion with— 

‘‘(i) a demonstration plant; or 
‘‘(ii) a project for which the Secretary ap-

proved a loan guarantee.’’. 

(2) SPECIFIC APPROPRIATION OR CONTRIBU-
TION.—Section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512) is amended by strik-
ing subsection (b) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) SPECIFIC APPROPRIATION OR CONTRIBU-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No guarantee shall be 
made unless— 

‘‘(A) an appropriation for the cost has been 
made; or 

‘‘(B) the Secretary has received from the 
borrower a payment in full for the cost of 
the obligation and deposited the payment 
into the Treasury. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The source of payments 
received from a borrower under paragraph 
(1)(B) shall not be a loan or other debt obli-
gation that is made or guaranteed by the 
Federal Government. 

‘‘(3) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—Section 
504(b) of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 
1990 (2 U.S.C. 661c(b)) shall not apply to a 
loan or loan guarantee made in accordance 
with paragraph (1)(B).’’. 

(3) AMOUNT.—Section 1702 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512) is amend-
ed by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Secretary shall guarantee up to 100 per-
cent of the principal and interest due on 1 or 
more loans for a facility that are the subject 
of the guarantee. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The total amount of 
loans guaranteed for a facility by the Sec-
retary shall not exceed 80 percent of the 
total cost of the facility, as estimated at the 
time at which the guarantee is issued.’’. 

(4) SUBROGATION.—Section 1702(g)(2) of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16512(g)(2)) is amended— 

(A) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 

subparagraph (B). 
(5) FEES.—Section 1702(h) of the Energy 

Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512(h)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (2) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Fees collected under 
this subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) be deposited by the Secretary into a 
special fund in the Treasury to be known as 
the ‘Incentives For Innovative Technologies 
Fund’; and 

‘‘(B) remain available to the Secretary for 
expenditure, without further appropriation 
or fiscal year limitation, for administrative 
expenses incurred in carrying out this 
title.’’. 

SEC. 9125. GRANTS FOR RENEWABLE FUEL PRO-
DUCTION RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT IN CERTAIN STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide grants to eligible entities to conduct re-
search into, and develop and implement, re-
newable fuel production technologies in 
States with low rates of ethanol production, 
including low rates of production of cel-
lulosic biomass ethanol, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a 
grant under the section, an entity shall— 

(1)(A) be an institution of higher education 
(as defined in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801)) located in a 
State described in subsection (a); 

(B) be an institution— 
(i) referred to in section 532 of the Equity 

in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 
1994 (Public Law 103–382; 7 U.S.C. 301 note); 

(ii) that is eligible for a grant under the 
Tribally Controlled College or University As-
sistance Act of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), 
including Diné College; or 

(iii) that is eligible for a grant under the 
Navajo Community College Act (25 U.S.C. 
640a et seq.); or 

(C) be a consortium of such institutions of 
higher education, industry, State agencies, 
Indian tribal agencies, or local government 
agencies located in the State; and 

(2) have proven experience and capabilities 
with relevant technologies. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $25,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2010. 
SEC. 9126. GRANTS FOR INFRASTRUCTURE FOR 

TRANSPORTATION OF BIOMASS TO 
LOCAL BIOREFINERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a program under which the Secretary 
shall provide grants to Indian tribal and 
local governments and other eligible entities 
(as determined by the Secretary) (referred to 
in this section as ‘‘eligible entities’’) to pro-
mote the development of infrastructure to 
support the separation, production, proc-
essing, and transportation of biomass to 
local biorefineries, including by portable 
processing equipment. 

(b) PHASES.—The Secretary shall conduct 
the program in the following phases: 

(1) DEVELOPMENT.—In the first phase of the 
program, the Secretary shall make grants to 
eligible entities to assist the eligible entities 
in the development of local projects to pro-
mote the development of infrastructure to 
support the separation, production, proc-
essing, and transportation of biomass to 
local biorefineries, including by portable 
processing equipment. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—In the second phase 
of the program, the Secretary shall make 
competitive grants to eligible entities to im-
plement projects developed under paragraph 
(1). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 9127. BIOREFINERY INFORMATION CENTER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
shall establish a biorefinery information 
center to make available to interested par-
ties information on— 

(1) renewable fuel resources, including in-
formation on programs and incentives for re-
newable fuels; 

(2) renewable fuel producers; 
(3) renewable fuel users; and 
(4) potential renewable fuel users. 
(b) ADMINISTRATION.—In administering the 

biorefinery information center, the Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) continually update information pro-
vided by the center; 

(2) make information available to inter-
ested parties on the process for establishing 
a biorefinery; and 

(3) make information and assistance pro-
vided by the center available through a toll- 
free telephone number and website. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 9128. ALTERNATIVE FUEL DATABASE AND 

MATERIALS. 
The Secretary and the Director of the Na-

tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
shall jointly establish and make available to 
the public— 

(1) a database that describes the physical 
properties of different types of alternative 
fuel; and 

(2) standard reference materials for dif-
ferent types of alternative fuel. 
SEC. 9129. FUEL TANK CAP LABELING REQUIRE-

MENT. 
Section 406(a) of the Energy Policy Act of 

1992 (42 U.S.C. 13232(a)) is amended— 
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(1) by striking ‘‘The Federal Trade Com-

mission’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Trade Com-

mission’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) FUEL TANK CAP LABELING REQUIRE-

MENT.—Beginning with model year 2010, the 
fuel tank cap of each alternative fueled vehi-
cle manufactured for sale in the United 
States shall be clearly labeled to inform con-
sumers that such vehicle can operate on al-
ternative fuel.’’. 
SEC. 9130. BIODIESEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
on any research and development challenges 
inherent in increasing to 5 percent the pro-
portion of diesel fuel sold in the United 
States that is biodiesel (as defined in section 
757 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16105)). 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The President shall pro-
mulgate regulations providing for the uni-
form labeling of biodiesel blends that are 
certified to meet applicable standards pub-
lished by the American Society for Testing 
and Materials. 

(c) NATIONAL BIODIESEL FUEL QUALITY 
STANDARD.— 

(1) QUALITY REGULATIONS.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the President shall promulgate regula-
tions to ensure that each diesel-equivalent 
fuel derived from renewable biomass and in-
troduced into interstate commerce is tested 
and certified to comply with applicable 
standards of the American Society for Test-
ing and Materials. 

(2) ENFORCEMENT.—The President shall en-
sure that all biodiesel entering interstate 
commerce meets the requirements of para-
graph (1). 

(3) FUNDING.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the President to carry out 
this section: 

(A) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2008. 
(B) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(C) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 

SEC. 9131. TRANSITIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR 
FARMERS WHO PLANT DEDICATED 
ENERGY CROPS FOR A LOCAL CEL-
LULOSIC REFINERY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) CELLULOSIC CROP.—The term ‘‘cellulosic 

crop’’ means a tree or grass that is grown 
specifically— 

(A) to provide raw materials (including 
feedstocks) for conversion to liquid transpor-
tation fuels or chemicals through bio-
chemical or thermochemical processes; or 

(B) for energy generation through combus-
tion, pyrolysis, or cofiring. 

(2) CELLULOSIC REFINER.—The term ‘‘cel-
lulosic refiner’’ means the owner or operator 
of a cellulosic refinery. 

(3) CELLULOSIC REFINERY.—The term ‘‘cel-
lulosic refinery’’ means a refinery that proc-
esses a cellulosic crop. 

(4) QUALIFIED CELLULOSIC CROP.—The term 
‘‘qualified cellulosic crop’’ means, with re-
spect to an agricultural producer, a cel-
lulosic crop that is— 

(A) the subject of a contract or memo-
randum of understanding between the pro-
ducer and a cellulosic refiner, under which 
the producer is obligated to sell the crop to 
the cellulosic refiner by a certain date; and 

(B) produced not more than 70 miles from 
a cellulosic refinery owned or operated by 
the cellulosic refiner. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS.— 
The Secretary shall make transitional as-
sistance payments to an agricultural pro-
ducer during the first year in which the pro-
ducer devotes land to the production of a 
qualified cellulosic crop. 

(c) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.— 
(1) DETERMINED BY FORMULA.—Subject to 

paragraph (2), the Secretary shall devise a 
formula to be used to calculate the amount 
of a payment to be made to an agricultural 
producer under this section, based on the op-
portunity cost (as determined in accordance 
with such standard as the Secretary may es-
tablish, taking into consideration land rent-
al rates and other applicable costs) incurred 
by the producer during the first year in 
which the producer devotes land to the pro-
duction of the qualified cellulosic crop. 

(2) LIMITATION.—The total of the amount 
paid to a producer under this section shall 
not exceed an amount equal to 25 percent of 
the amounts made available under sub-
section (e) for the applicable fiscal year. 

(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pro-
mulgate such regulations as the Secretary 
determines to be necessary to carry out this 
section. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $4,088,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012, to remain 
available until expended. 
SEC. 9132. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN 

SUPPORT OF LOW-CARBON FUELS. 
(a) DECLARATION OF POLICY.—Congress de-

clares that, in order to achieve maximum re-
ductions in greenhouse gas emissions, en-
hance national security, and ensure the pro-
tection of wildlife habitat, biodiversity, 
water quality, air quality, and rural and re-
gional economies throughout the lifecycle of 
each low-carbon fuel, it is necessary and de-
sirable to undertake a combination of basic 
and applied research, as well as technology 
development and demonstration, involving 
the colleges and universities of the United 
States, in partnership with the Federal Gov-
ernment, State governments, and the private 
sector. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to provide for research support to facili-
tate the development of sustainable markets 
and technologies to produce and use woody 
biomass and other low-carbon fuels for the 
production of thermal and electric energy, 
biofuels, and bioproducts. 

(c) DEFINITION OF FUEL EMISSION BASE-
LINE.—In this section, the term ‘‘fuel emis-
sion baseline’’ means the average lifecycle 
greenhouse gas emissions per unit of energy 
of the fossil fuel component of conventional 
transportation fuels in commerce in the 
United States in calendar year 2008, as deter-
mined by the President. 

(d) GRANT PROGRAM.—The President shall 
establish a program to provide to eligible en-
tities (as identified by the President) grants 
for use in— 

(1) providing financial support for not more 
than 4 nor less than 6 demonstration facili-
ties that— 

(A) use woody biomass to deploy advanced 
technologies for production of thermal and 
electric energy, biofuels, and bioproducts; 
and 

(B) are targeted at regional feedstocks and 
markets; 

(2) conducting targeted research for the de-
velopment of cellulosic ethanol and other 
liquid fuels from woody or other biomass 
that may be used in transportation or sta-
tionary applications, such as industrial proc-
esses or industrial, commercial, and residen-
tial heating; 

(3) conducting research into the best sci-
entifically-based and periodically-updated 
methods of assessing and certifying the im-
pacts of each low-carbon fuel with respect 
to— 

(A) the reduction in lifecycle greenhouse 
gas emissions of each fuel as compared to— 

(i) the fuel emission baseline; and 

(ii) the greenhouse gas emissions of other 
sectors, such as the agricultural, industrial, 
and manufacturing sectors; 

(B) the contribution of the fuel toward en-
hancing the energy security of the United 
States by displacing imported petroleum and 
petroleum products; 

(C) any impacts of the fuel on wildlife 
habitat, biodiversity, water quality, and air 
quality; and 

(D) any effect of the fuel with respect to 
rural and regional economies; 

(4) conducting research to determine to 
what extent the use of low-carbon fuels in 
the transportation sector would impact 
greenhouse gas emissions in other sectors, 
such as the agricultural, industrial, and 
manufacturing sectors; 

(5) conducting research for the develop-
ment of the supply infrastructure that may 
provide renewable biomass feedstocks in a 
consistent, predictable, and environ-
mentally-sustainable manner; 

(6) conducting research for the develop-
ment of supply infrastructure that may pro-
vide renewable low-carbon fuels in a con-
sistent, predictable, and environmentally- 
sustainable manner; and 

(7) conducting policy research on the glob-
al movement of low-carbon fuels in a con-
sistent, predictable, and environmentally- 
sustainable manner. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of 
the funding authorized under section 9122, 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

(1) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(2) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(3) $55,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; 
(4) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2012; and 
(5) $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2013. 

PART III—STUDIES 
SEC. 9141. STUDY OF ADVANCED BIOFUELS TECH-

NOLOGIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than October 1, 

2012, the Secretary shall offer to enter into a 
contract with the National Academy of 
Sciences under which the Academy shall 
conduct a study of technologies relating to 
the production, transportation, and distribu-
tion of advanced biofuels. 

(b) SCOPE.—In conducting the study, the 
Academy shall— 

(1) include an assessment of the maturity 
of advanced biofuels technologies; 

(2) consider whether the rate of develop-
ment of those technologies will be sufficient 
to meet the advanced biofuel standards re-
quired under section 9111; 

(3) consider the effectiveness of the re-
search and development programs and ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy relating 
to advanced biofuel technologies; and 

(4) make policy recommendations to accel-
erate the development of those technologies 
to commercial viability, as appropriate. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than November 30, 
2014, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate and the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives a report describing the results of the 
study conducted under this section. 
SEC. 9142. STUDY OF INCREASED CONSUMPTION 

OF ETHANOL-BLENDED GASOLINE 
WITH HIGHER LEVELS OF ETHANOL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and the Secretary of 
Transportation, and after providing notice 
and an opportunity for public comment, 
shall conduct a study of the feasibility of in-
creasing consumption in the United States of 
ethanol-blended gasoline with levels of eth-
anol that are not less than 10 percent and 
not more than 40 percent. 
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(b) STUDY.—The study under subsection (a) 

shall include— 
(1) a review of production and infrastruc-

ture constraints on increasing consumption 
of ethanol; 

(2) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy-related impacts of State and re-
gional differences in ethanol blends; 

(3) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy-related impacts on gasoline re-
tailers and consumers of separate and dis-
tinctly labeled fuel storage facilities and dis-
pensers; 

(4) an evaluation of the environmental im-
pacts of mid-level ethanol blends on evapo-
rative and exhaust emissions from on-road, 
off-road, and marine engines, recreational 
boats, vehicles, and equipment; 

(5) an evaluation of the impacts of mid- 
level ethanol blends on the operation, dura-
bility, and performance of on-road, off-road, 
and marine engines, recreational boats, vehi-
cles, and equipment; and 

(6) an evaluation of the safety impacts of 
mid-level ethanol blends on consumers that 
own and operate off-road and marine en-
gines, recreational boats, vehicles, or equip-
ment. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 

SEC. 9143. PIPELINE FEASIBILITY STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in coordi-
nation with the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the Secretary of Transportation, shall con-
duct a study of the feasibility of the con-
struction of dedicated ethanol pipelines. 

(b) FACTORS.—In conducting the study, the 
Secretary shall consider— 

(1) the quantity of ethanol production that 
would make dedicated pipelines economi-
cally viable; 

(2) existing or potential barriers to dedi-
cated ethanol pipelines, including technical, 
siting, financing, and regulatory barriers; 

(3) market risk (including throughput risk) 
and means of mitigating the risk; 

(4) regulatory, financing, and siting op-
tions that would mitigate risk in those areas 
and help ensure the construction of 1 or 
more dedicated ethanol pipelines; 

(5) financial incentives that may be nec-
essary for the construction of dedicated eth-
anol pipelines, including the return on eq-
uity that sponsors of the initial dedicated 
ethanol pipelines will require to invest in the 
pipelines; 

(6) technical factors that may compromise 
the safe transportation of ethanol in pipe-
lines, identifying remedial and preventative 
measures to ensure pipeline integrity; and 

(7) such other factors as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 15 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
describing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 

SEC. 9144. STUDY OF OPTIMIZATION OF FLEXIBLE 
FUELED VEHICLES TO USE E–85 
FUEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a study of methods of increasing the 
fuel efficiency of flexible fueled vehicles by 
optimizing flexible fueled vehicles to operate 
using E–85 fuel. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives a report that 
describes the results of the study, including 
any recommendations of the Secretary. 

SEC. 9145. STUDY OF CREDITS FOR USE OF RE-
NEWABLE ELECTRICITY IN ELEC-
TRIC VEHICLES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘electric vehicle’’ 
means an electric motor vehicle (as defined 
in section 601 of the Energy Policy Act of 
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13271)) for which the recharge-
able storage battery— 

(1) receives a charge directly from a source 
of electric current that is external to the ve-
hicle; and 

(2) provides a minimum of 80 percent of the 
motive power of the vehicle. 

(b) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study on the feasibility of issuing credits 
under the program established under section 
9111(d) to electric vehicles powered by elec-
tricity produced from renewable energy 
sources. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
describes the results of the study, including 
a description of— 

(1) existing programs and studies on the 
use of renewable electricity as a means of 
powering electric vehicles; and 

(2) alternatives for— 
(A) designing a pilot program to determine 

the feasibility of using renewable electricity 
to power electric vehicles as an adjunct to a 
renewable fuels mandate; 

(B) allowing the use, under the pilot pro-
gram designed under subparagraph (A), of 
electricity generated from nuclear energy as 
an additional source of supply; 

(C) identifying the source of electricity 
used to power electric vehicles; and 

(D) equating specific quantities of elec-
tricity to quantities of renewable fuel under 
section 9111(d). 
SEC. 9146. STUDY OF ENGINE DURABILITY ASSO-

CIATED WITH THE USE OF BIO-
DIESEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall initiate a study on the ef-
fects of the use of biodiesel on engine dura-
bility. 

(b) COMPONENTS.—The study under this 
section shall include— 

(1) an assessment of whether the use of bio-
diesel in conventional diesel engines lessens 
engine durability; and 

(2) an assessment of the effects referred to 
in subsection (a) with respect to biodiesel 
blends at varying concentrations, includ-
ing— 

(A) B5; 
(B) B10; 
(C) B20; and 
(D) B30. 

SEC. 9147. STUDY OF INCENTIVES FOR RENEW-
ABLE FUELS. 

(a) STUDY.—The President shall conduct a 
study of the renewable fuels industry and 
markets in the United States, including— 

(1) the costs to produce conventional and 
advanced biofuels; 

(2) the factors affecting the future market 
prices for those biofuels, including world oil 
prices; and 

(3) the financial incentives necessary to 
enhance, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, the biofuels industry of the United 
States to reduce the dependence of the 
United States on foreign oil during calendar 
years 2011 through 2030. 

(b) GOALS.—The study shall include an 
analysis of the options for financial incen-
tives and the advantage and disadvantages of 
each option. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Presi-

dent shall submit to Congress a report that 
describes the results of the study. 
SEC. 9148. STUDY OF STREAMLINED LIFECYCLE 

ANALYSIS TOOLS FOR THE EVALUA-
TION OF RENEWABLE CARBON CON-
TENT OF BIOFUELS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Agriculture 
and the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, shall conduct a study 
of— 

(1) published methods for evaluating the 
lifecycle fossil and renewable carbon content 
of fuels, including conventional and ad-
vanced biofuels; and 

(2) methods for performing simplified, 
streamlined lifecycle analyses of the fossil 
and renewable carbon content of biofuels. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
describes the results of the study under sub-
section (a), including recommendations for a 
method for performing a simplified, stream-
lined lifecycle analysis of the fossil and re-
newable carbon content of biofuels that in-
cludes— 

(1) carbon inputs to feedstock production; 
and 

(2) carbon inputs to the biofuel production 
process, including the carbon associated with 
electrical and thermal energy inputs. 
SEC. 9149. STUDY OF EFFECTS OF ETHANOL- 

BLENDED GASOLINE ON OFF-ROAD 
VEHICLES. 

(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Transpor-
tation and the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall conduct a 
study to determine the effects of ethanol- 
blended gasoline on off-road vehicles and rec-
reational boats. 

(2) EVALUATION.—The study shall include 
an evaluation of the operational, safety, du-
rability, and environmental impacts of eth-
anol-blended gasoline on off-road and marine 
engines, recreational boats, and related 
equipment. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the results of the study. 
SEC. 9150. STUDY OF OFFSHORE WIND RE-

SOURCES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—The term ‘‘eligi-

ble institution’’ means a college or univer-
sity that— 

(A) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
has an offshore wind power research pro-
gram; and 

(B) is located in a region of the United 
States that is in reasonable proximity to the 
eastern outer Continental Shelf, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director of the Minerals Man-
agement Service. 

(b) STUDY.—The Secretary, in cooperation 
with an eligible institution, as selected by 
the Secretary, shall conduct a study to as-
sess each offshore wind resource located in 
the region of the eastern outer Continental 
Shelf. 

(c) REPORT.—Upon completion of the study 
under subsection (b), the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report that includes— 

(1) a description of— 
(A) the locations and total power genera-

tion resources of the best offshore wind re-
sources located in the region of the eastern 
outer Continental Shelf, as determined by 
the Secretary; 
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(B) based on conflicting zones relating to 

any infrastructure that, as of the date of en-
actment of this Act, is located in close prox-
imity to any offshore wind resource, the 
likely exclusion zones of each offshore wind 
resource described in subparagraph (A); 

(C) the relationship of the temporal vari-
ation of each offshore wind resource de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) with— 

(i) any other offshore wind resource; and 
(ii) with loads and corresponding system 

operator markets; 
(D) the geological compatibility of each 

offshore wind resource described in subpara-
graph (A) with any potential technology re-
lating to sea floor towers; and 

(E) with respect to each area in which an 
offshore wind resource described in subpara-
graph (A) is located, the relationship of the 
authority under any coastal management 
plan of the State in which the area is located 
with the Federal Government; and 

(2) recommendations on the manner by 
which to handle offshore wind intermittence. 

(d) INCORPORATION OF STUDY.—Effective be-
ginning on the date on which the Secretary 
completes the study under subsection (b), 
the Secretary shall incorporate the findings 
included in the report under subsection (c) 
into the planning process documents for any 
wind energy lease sale— 

(1) relating to any offshore wind resource 
located in any appropriate area of the outer 
Continental Shelf, as determined by the Sec-
retary; and 

(2) that is completed on or after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(e) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section— 
(1) delays any final regulation to be pro-

mulgated by the Secretary of the Interior to 
carry out section 8(p) of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(p)); or 

(2) limits the authority of the Secretary to 
lease any offshore wind resource located in 
any appropriate area of the outer Conti-
nental Shelf, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
PART IV—ENVIRONMENTAL SAFEGUARDS 
SEC. 9161. GRANTS FOR PRODUCTION OF AD-

VANCED BIOFUELS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a grant program to encourage the 
production of advanced biofuels. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS AND PRIORITY.—In mak-
ing grants under this section, the Sec-
retary— 

(1) shall make awards to the proposals for 
advanced biofuels with the greatest reduc-
tion in lifecycle greenhouse gas emissions 
compared to the comparable motor vehicle 
fuel lifecycle emissions during calendar year 
2007; and 

(2) shall not make an award to a project 
that does not achieve at least a 50-percent 
reduction in such lifecycle greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $500,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2008 through 2015. 
SEC. 9162. STUDIES OF EFFECTS OF RENEWABLE 

FUEL USE. 
Section 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 

7545) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(t) STUDIES OF EFFECTS OF RENEWABLE 
FUEL USE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Administrator shall offer to 
enter into appropriate arrangements with 
the National Academy of Sciences and any 
other independent research institute deter-

mined to be appropriate by the Adminis-
trator, in consultation with appropriate Fed-
eral agencies, to conduct 2 studies on the ef-
fects of increased domestic use of renewable 
fuels under the Renewable Fuels, Consumer 
Protection, and Energy Efficiency Act of 
2007. 

‘‘(2) MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The studies under this 

subsection shall assess, quantify, and rec-
ommend analytical methodologies in rela-
tion to environmental changes associated 
with the increased domestic use of renewable 
fuels under the Renewable Fuels, Consumer 
Protection, and Energy Efficiency Act of 
2007, including production, handling, trans-
portation, and use of the fuels. 

‘‘(B) SPECIFIC MATTERS.—The studies shall 
include an assessment and quantification, to 
the maximum extent practicable, of signifi-
cant changes— 

‘‘(i) in air and water quality and the qual-
ity of other natural resources; 

‘‘(ii) in land use patterns; 
‘‘(iii) in the rate of deforestation in the 

United States and globally; 
‘‘(iv) to greenhouse gas emissions; 
‘‘(v) to significant geographic areas and 

habitats with high biodiversity values (in-
cluding species richness, the presence of spe-
cies that are exclusively native to a place, or 
the presence of endangered species); or 

‘‘(vi) in the long-term capacity of the 
United States to produce biomass feedstocks. 

‘‘(C) BASELINE COMPARISON.—In making an 
assessment or quantifying effects of in-
creased use of renewable fuels, the studies 
shall use an appropriate baseline involving 
increased use of the conventional transpor-
tation fuels, if displacement by use of renew-
able fuels had not occurred. 

‘‘(3) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—The Adminis-
trator shall submit to Congress a report 
summarizing the assessments and findings 
of— 

‘‘(A) the first study, along with any rec-
ommendations by the Administrator to miti-
gate adverse effects identified by the study, 
not later than 3 years after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection; and 

‘‘(B) the second study, along with any rec-
ommendations by the Administrator to miti-
gate adverse effects identified by the study, 
not later December 31, 2015.’’. 
SEC. 9163. INTEGRATED CONSIDERATION OF 

WATER QUALITY IN DETERMINA-
TIONS ON FUELS AND FUEL ADDI-
TIVES. 

Section 211(c)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7545(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘nonroad vehicle (A) if in 
the judgment of the Administrator’’ and in-
serting ‘‘nonroad vehicle— 

‘‘(A) if, in the judgment of the Adminis-
trator, any fuel or fuel additive or’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘air 
pollution which’’ and inserting ‘‘air pollu-
tion or water pollution (including any deg-
radation in the quality of groundwater) 
that’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘, or (B) if’’ and inserting 
the following: ‘‘; or 

‘‘(B) if’’. 
SEC. 9164. ANTI-BACKSLIDING. 

Section 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7545) (as amended by section 9162) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(u) PREVENTION OF AIR QUALITY DETERIO-
RATION.— 

‘‘(1) STUDY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 

months after the date of enactment of the 
Renewable Fuels, Consumer Protection, and 
Energy Efficiency Act of 2007, the Adminis-
trator shall complete a study to determine 
whether the renewable fuel volumes required 
by that Act will adversely impact air quality 
as a result of changes in vehicle and engine 

emissions of air pollutants regulated under 
this Act. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—The study shall in-
clude consideration of— 

‘‘(i) different blend levels, types of renew-
able fuels, and available vehicle tech-
nologies; and 

‘‘(ii) appropriate national, regional, and 
local air quality control measures. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of the Renewable 
Fuels, Consumer Protection, and Energy Ef-
ficiency Act of 2007, the Administrator 
shall— 

‘‘(A) promulgate regulations to implement 
appropriate measures to mitigate, to the 
greatest extent achievable, considering the 
results of the study under paragraph (1), any 
adverse impacts on air quality, as the result 
of the renewable volumes required by that 
Act; or 

‘‘(B) make a determination that no such 
measures are necessary. 

‘‘(3) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—Nothing in the 
Renewable Fuels, Consumer Protection, and 
Energy Efficiency Act of 2007 supercedes or 
otherwise affects any Federal or State re-
quirement under any other provision of law 
that is more stringent than any requirement 
of this title.’’. 

SA 3543. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. CASEY, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, Mr. COLEMAN, and Mr. FEINGOLD) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3500 pro-
posed by Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY) to the bill H.R. 2419, to pro-
vide for the continuation of agricul-
tural programs through fiscal year 
2012, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title IV, insert 
the following: 

SEC. lll. ELIGIBILITY OF ELDERLY PERSONS, 
WOMEN, INFANTS, AND CHILDREN 
UNDER THE COMMODITY SUPPLE-
MENTAL FOOD PROGRAM. 

Section 5 of the Agriculture and Consumer 
Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; 
Public Law 93–86) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (g) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(g) USE OF RESOURCES.—Each local agen-
cy shall use funds made available to the 
agency to provide assistance under the pro-
gram to low-income elderly individuals, 
women, infants, and children in need of food 
assistance in accordance with such regula-
tions as the Secretary may prescribe.’’; 

(2) in paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection 
(h), by inserting ‘‘elderly individuals,’’ be-
fore ‘‘pregnant’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(m) INCOME ELIGIBILITY STANDARDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish maximum income eligibility stand-
ards to be used in conjunction with such 
other risk criteria as may be appropriate in 
determining eligibility for the program. 

‘‘(2) CONFORMITY; MAXIMUM INCOME.—The 
income standards established under para-
graph (1) shall— 

‘‘(A) be the same for all pregnant, 
postpartum, and breastfeeding women, for 
infants, for children, and for elderly individ-
uals qualifying for the program; and 

‘‘(B) not exceed the maximum income 
limit prescribed under section 17(d)(2)(A)(i) 
of the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 
1786(d)(2)(A)(i)).’’. 
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NOTICES OF INTENT TO SUSPEND 

THE RULES 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I submit 
the following notice in writing: In ac-
cordance with Rule V of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate, I hereby give no-
tice in writing that it is my intention 
to move to suspend paragraph 4(b)(3) of 
Rule XXVIII for the purpose of pro-
posing to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H.R. 3043), making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

To the amendment of the Senate to H.R. 
3043. 

Insert in the appropriate place: 
SEC. . (a) Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this Act, none of funds made 
available under the heading ‘‘OFFICE OF 
MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES: 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION’’ under the 
heading ‘‘Institute of Museum and Library 
Services’’ in title IV may be used for the 
Bethel Performing Arts Center. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I sub-
mit the following notice in writing: In 
accordance with Rule V of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate, I hereby give 
notice in writing that it is my inten-
tion to move to suspend paragraph 
4(b)(3) of Rule XXVIII for the purpose 
of proposing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. 3043), making 
appropriations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, none of the funds made 
available under the heading ‘‘OFFICE OF MU-
SEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES: GRANTS AND AD-
MINISTRATION’’ under the heading ‘‘INSTITUTE 
OF MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES’’ in title 
IV may be used for for the Bethel Performing 
Arts Center. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce for the information of 
the Senate and the public that the Per-
manent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions of the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs will 
hold a hearing entitled, ‘‘Medicaid Pro-
viders That Cheat on Their Taxes and 
What Can Be Done About It.’’ More 
than 30,000 Medicaid providers owe 
more than $1 billion in unpaid Federal 
taxes, according to a recent investiga-
tion conducted by the Government Ac-
countability Office at the request of 
the Permanent Subcommittee on In-
vestigations. The GAO study included 
only 7 States, which means the total 
number of Medicaid providers that 
cheat on their taxes could be consider-
ably higher. The Subcommittee’s No-
vember 14 hearing will cover the extent 
of the problem, as well as possible solu-
tions. Witnesses for the upcoming hear-
ing will include representatives of the 

Government Accountability Office, the 
Internal Revenue Service, the Finan-
cial Management Service, and the Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices. A final witness list will be avail-
able Friday, November 9, 2007. 

The Subcommittee hearing is sched-
uled for Wednesday, November 14, 2007, 
at 2:30 p.m., in room 342 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. For further in-
formation, please contact Elise Bean of 
the Permanent Subcommittee on In-
vestigations at 224–9505. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to hold a hearing 
during the session of the Senate on 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007, at 10 a.m. in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on whether domestic 
energy industry will have the available 
workforce, crafts and professional, to 
meet our Nation’s growing energy 
needs and if gaps exist, what policies 
the Congress should take to address 
these gaps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Tuesday, November 6, 2007, at 2:30 
p.m., in room 215 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building, in order to hear testi-
mony on the ‘‘GOP and WEP: policies 
affecting pensions from work not cov-
ered by Social Security. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet, during the session of the Sen-
ate, in order to conduct an Executive 
business meeting on Tuesday, Novem-
ber 6, 2007. The hearing will commence 
at 10 a.m. in room 226 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 

Agenda: Nomination of Michael B. 
Mukasey to be Attorney General of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs to be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on Tuesday, November 6, 2007, in 
order to conduct an oversight hearing 
on the hiring practices and quality 
control in VA medical facilities. The 
Committee will meet in room 562 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, at 9:30 
a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on November 6, 2007, at 2:30 p.m. 
in order to hold a closed hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 
consent that Alan Mackey and Patty 
Lawrence, detailees from the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture on my com-
mittee staff, be granted the privilege of 
the floor for today’s session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Caryn Long of 
my staff be granted the privilege of the 
floor for the remainder of the Senate’s 
consideration of the farm bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to executive session to consider Cal-
endar No. 371, the nomination of Pat-
rick Francis Kennedy, to be Under Sec-
retary of State; that the nomination be 
confirmed, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, the President be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action, and the Senate then return to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nomination considered and con-
firmed is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Patrick Francis Kennedy, of Illinois, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Career Minister, to be an Under Sec-
retary of State (Management). 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
return to legislative session. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE TO 
ESCORT HIS EXCELLENCY, THE 
HONORABLE NICOLAS SARKOZY, 
PRESIDENT OF FRANCE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the President pro 
tempore of the Senate be authorized to 
appoint a committee on the part of the 
Senate to join with a like committee 
on the part of the House of Representa-
tives to escort His Excellency Nicolas 
Sarkozy, President of France, into the 
House Chamber for a joint meeting at 
11 a.m. tomorrow, Wednesday, Novem-
ber 7, 2007. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

DESIGNATING NOVEMBER 25, 2007, 
AS ‘‘DRIVE SAFER SUNDAY’’ 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
369, which was submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 369) designating No-
vember 25, 2007, as ‘‘Drive Safer Sunday.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 369) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 369 

Whereas motor vehicle travel is the pri-
mary means of transportation in the United 
States; 

Whereas everyone traveling on the roads 
and highways needs to drive more safely to 
reduce deaths and injuries resulting from 
motor vehicle accidents; 

Whereas, according to the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration, wearing 
a seat belt saved 15,434 lives in 2004, 15,632 
lives in 2005, and 15,383 lives in 2006; 

Whereas Secretary of Transportation Mary 
Peters wants all people of the United States 
to understand the life-saving importance of 
wearing a seat belt and encourages motorists 
to drive safely, not just during the holiday 
season, but every time they get behind the 
wheel; and 

Whereas the Sunday after Thanksgiving is 
the busiest highway traffic day of the year: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) encourages— 
(A) high schools, colleges, universities, ad-

ministrators, teachers, primary schools, and 
secondary schools to launch campus-wide 
educational campaigns to urge students to 
be careful about safety when driving; 

(B) national trucking firms to alert their 
drivers to be especially focused on driving 
safely during the heaviest traffic day of the 
year, and to publicize the importance of the 
day using Citizen’s Band (CB) radios and in 
truck stops across the Nation; 

(C) clergy to remind their members to 
travel safely when attending services and 
gatherings; 

(D) law enforcement personnel to remind 
drivers and passengers to drive particularly 

safely on the Sunday after Thanksgiving; 
and 

(E) all people of the United States to use 
the Sunday after Thanksgiving as an oppor-
tunity to educate themselves about highway 
safety; and 

(2) designates November 25, 2007, as ‘‘Drive 
Safer Sunday’’. 

f 

SUPPORTING VETERANS DAY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate proceed to S. 
Res. 370. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 370) supporting and 
encouraging greater support for Veterans 
Day each year. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the resolution be agreed to, the pre-
amble be agreed to, and the motions to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 370) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 370 

Whereas veterans of service in the United 
States Armed Forces have served the Nation 
with honor and at great personal sacrifice; 

Whereas the American people owe the se-
curity of the Nation to those who have de-
fended it; 

Whereas, on Memorial Day each year, the 
Nation honors those who have lost their 
lives in service to the Nation; 

Whereas, on Veterans Day each year, the 
Nation honors those who have defended de-
mocracy by serving in the Armed Forces; 

Whereas the observance of Memorial Day 
and Veterans Day is an expression of faith in 
democracy, faith in American values, and 
faith that those who fight for freedom will 
defeat those whose cause is unjust; 

Whereas section 116(a) of title 36, United 
States Code, provides that ‘‘The last Monday 
in May is Memorial Day’’ and section 116(b) 
of that title requests the President to issue 
a proclamation each year calling on the peo-
ple of the United States to observe Memorial 
Day by praying, according to their indi-
vidual religious faith, for permanent peace, 
designating a period of time on Memorial 
Day during which the people may unite in 
prayer for a permanent peace, calling on the 
people of the United States to unite in pray-
er at that time, and calling on the media to 
join in observing Memorial Day and the pe-
riod of prayer; 

Whereas section 4 of the National Moment 
of Remembrance Act (Public Law 106–579) 
provides, ‘‘The minute beginning at 3:00 p.m. 

(local time) on Memorial Day each year is 
designated as the ‘National Moment of Re-
membrance’ ’’; and 

Whereas Section 6103(a) of title 5, United 
States Code, provides that ‘‘Memorial Day, 
the last Monday in May’’ and ‘‘Veteran’s 
Day, November 11’’ are legal public holidays: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) encourages the people of the United 

States to demonstrate their support for vet-
erans on Veterans Day each year by treating 
that day as a special day of reflection; and 

(2) encourages schools and teachers to edu-
cate students on the great contributions vet-
erans have made to the country and its his-
tory, both while serving as members of the 
United States Armed Forces and after com-
pleting their service. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 7, 2007 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business tonight, it stand 
adjourned until 10:30 a.m. tomorrow, 
Wednesday, November 7; that, on 
Wednesday, following the prayer and 
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day; that following any remarks 
of the two leaders, the Senate proceed 
as a body to the House of Representa-
tives for a joint meeting to hear an ad-
dress by the President of France; that 
the Senate then stand in recess until 
12:15 p.m., and the Senate then proceed 
to the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 3043, as provided under a previous 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Unless the distinguished 
Republican leader has further business 
to bring before this body, I ask unani-
mous consent the Senate stand ad-
journed under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 8:57 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, November 7, 2007, at 10:30 a.m.  

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate Tuesday, November 6, 2007: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

PATRICK FRANCIS KENNEDY, OF ILLINOIS, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
CAREER MINISTER, TO BE AN UNDER SECRETARY OF 
STATE (MANAGEMENT). 

THE ABOVE NOMINATION WAS APPROVED SUBJECT TO 
THE NOMINEE’S COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE-
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY 
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE. 
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HONORING THE 2007 INDUCTEES TO 
THE UPS CIRCLE OF HONOR 

HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor George David, Jr. of Western 
Springs, Charles Cech of Burbank, Carl 
Sandrik of Oak Lawn, and William Stevens of 
Chicago for their induction into the United Par-
cel Service Circle of Honor. 

In 1955, UPS created the elite Circle of 
Honor award to commend its safest employ-
ees. Circle of Honor drivers, who now number 
more than 4500, are recognized only after 
completing 25 years without accidents. On Oc-
tober 2, 2007, UPS inducted 785 new drivers 
into the Circle of Honor. These extraordinary 
employees were honored with a ceremony as 
well as an advertisement in USA Today. 

I am proud to report that among this year’s 
inductees were four residents of my district. 
These four individuals are exemplars of re-
sponsible and conscientious driving habits, 
and as such contribute greatly to the safety of 
our Nation’s roads and highways and all those 
who use them. 

I rise today to join UPS in congratulating Mr. 
David, Mr. Cech, Mr. Sandrik, and Mr. Ste-
vens for their wonderful 25-year achievement. 
I applaud their successful efforts to make 
safety a top priority while they perform their 
jobs and wish them a safe journey on the 
miles ahead. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO STUDENTS OF 
BUFORD INTERMEDIATE CENTER 
IN MT. VERNON, ILLINOIS 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor, not only our courageous men and 
women in uniform, but the students at Buford 
Intermediate Center in Mt. Vernon, IL, for their 
contributions to our service men and women. 

The pupils at Buford personally welcomed 
home Zach Wood, Brian Gibson, and Tony 
Mays, all National Guard soldiers, from a 15- 
month deployment in Iraq. Along with wel-
coming home soldiers, the students are raising 
money for gift cards for soldiers who will be 
serving during the holidays. In addition, the 
students send care packages and letters to 
the soldiers to become acquainted with them. 

After their welcome home, the soldiers took 
time to answer questions from the students 
ranging from fast food opportunities to the 
deaths of fellow soldiers to help students and 
faculty better empathize with the soldiers and 
their struggles. 

Now, more than ever, our service men and 
women need the encouragement dem-

onstrated by the students at Buford Inter-
mediate School to show they are in our 
thoughts and prayers. We must demonstrate 
our support and admiration for their work and 
I thank these students for the example they 
have set for us. 

I applaud the students at Buford Inter-
mediate School for their service to our men 
and women serving in Iraq. May God bless 
them for their efforts and may He continue to 
bless America. 

f 

IN HONOR OF BORBA FARMS AS 
THE 2007 AGRICULTURAL BUSI-
NESS OF THE YEAR 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate Borba Farms of Riverdale, Cali-
fornia for receiving the 2007 Agricultural Busi-
ness of the Year Award from the Greater 
Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce. 

Borba Farms began in 1919 when A.J. 
Borba emigrated from the Azores Islands off 
Portugal and started a dairy farm in Riverdale 
with 40 cows and 120 acres of land. Eventu-
ally, A.J.’s sons, Ross, Sr. and Darril diversi-
fied their farming operation by expanding into 
cotton, tomatoes, and other row crops. The 
sons of Ross Borba, Sr. and his wife Justina, 
Mark and Ross Borba, Jr., now farm about 
8,600 acres of crops that include lettuce, cot-
ton, tomatoes, garlic, onions, alfalfa, sugar 
beets, wheat and almonds. The success of the 
Borba family’s farming operation is evident in 
the quality of these crops, which often garner 
high praise from chefs, and appear in Farm-
er’s markets around the State. 

Also, the Borbas have been active in ad-
dressing water, marketing and political issues 
important to the industry, serving as leaders in 
the National Cotton Council, Westlands Water 
District, the California Leadership Program 
and other organizations. This involvement fur-
ther emphasizes the Borba’s commitment to 
their trade and their strong ties to California’s 
San Joaquin Valley. 

Borba Farms is a model institution and a 
shining example for other industry profes-
sionals. It is with great pride that I congratu-
late Borba Farms on receiving this distin-
guished award, and I wish them success in 
their future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING THE 50TH WEDDING AN-
NIVERSARY OF GENE AND CHAR-
LOTTE GRAY 

HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Gene and Charlotte Gray on their 
50th wedding anniversary. 

Married in 1957 at Sacred Heart Church, 
the Grays are long-time Chicago residents and 
the proud parents of four children. Gene 
worked as a machinist before starting his own 
corporation, G7G, Inc. and owning the Family 
Pride Laundromat in Summit, Illinois. After 
their children were grown, Charlotte returned 
to work and eventually retired from the Tootsie 
Roll industry. 

Gene and Charlotte have been active mem-
bers of their community, where together they 
have served as coaches in the Clear Ridge 
Baseball Association as well as treasurers of 
the Southwest Senior Citizens Program. I will 
always think of Gene as ‘‘coach’’ because he 
was my coach when I played baseball in Clear 
Ridge Little League. As a program manager 
for the Community Economic Development 
Association, Gene has been instrumental in 
assisting low-income senior citizens through-
out the district to receive gas and electric 
services. Gene has also ably served the com-
munity of Chicago as a volunteer in my district 
office for a number of years. 

It is my honor to recognize Gene and Char-
lotte Gray and provide my heartfelt congratula-
tions to them on this wonderful event in their 
lives. Together they exemplify the ideals of 
strong family and community involvement. I 
would like to extend my best wishes to the 
Grays as they and their family celebrate their 
50th wedding anniversary. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ST. JOSEPH’S 
CHURCH 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the St. Joseph’s Church in Olney, Illi-
nois as they celebrate their 150 year anniver-
sary. 

The St. Joseph’s Church in Olney, was es-
tablished in 1857 by Father Laughren and 
celebrated its 150 year anniversary on Octo-
ber 7, 2007. It was Bishop Junken, who was 
appointed as the first Bishop of the Alton Dio-
cese by His Holiness Pope Pius IX in 1857, 
who selected Father Laughren as the founding 
Pastor of St. Joseph’s Church. The first 
church was built in 1861 on property that was 
donated by Thomas Lily at the corner of Fair 
and Butler Streets. The church was then 
moved on rollers to its present location to El-
liot and Chestnut Streets. 

A prominent family of the time, that of Dr. 
George Weber, was very influential in estab-
lishing St. Joseph’s school do to the fact he 
wanted to provide his own children with a 
Catholic education close to home. When the 
school was completed in 1907, Weber strove 
to bring the Ursuline Sisters of Paola, Kansas, 
who taught from 1907–1914, to the school. It 
grew to 70 students by the fall of 1908. 

Construction of the present day church 
began in 1937 and was dedicated on Thanks-
giving Day in 1938. The exterior of the church 
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remains basically unchanged to this day, and 
the parish is presently serving about 700 fami-
lies. The first and smaller parish house was 
purchased from the estate of C.P. Porter in 
1953 and originally served as the sister’ cov-
enant. A larger and more modern structure 
was then built and became known as the Par-
ish House but was then demolished in 1997 to 
make room for a more spacious building to 
enhance the parish facilities. 

I salute St. Joseph’s Church as it is an icon 
in the city of Olney and has provided a sense 
of stability and constancy as it has endured 
many tests during the course of the last 150 
years. Members of the church and community 
equally have had this pillar of strength given to 
them by the church, which is something that 
will expectantly remain important for the city of 
Olney for at least an additional 150 years. 

f 

HONORING NAT DIBUDUO AS THE 
2007 AGRICULTURIST OF THE YEAR 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate Mr. Nat DiBuduo, President of Al-
lied Grape Growers in Fresno, for receiving 
the 2007 Agriculturist of the Year Award from 
the Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Com-
merce. His service and commitment to various 
agricultural organizations is worthy of respect 
and admiration. Some of these include The 
Big Fresno Fair, Fresno City Planning Com-
mission, United Cerebral Palsy, the Bulldog 
Foundation at Fresno State, and the Univer-
sity’s Viticulture and Enology Industry Advisory 
Board. 

A native of California’s San Joaquin Valley, 
Nat attended California State University, Fres-
no where he earned a B.S. in Plant Science/ 
Viticulture and a minor in Business. Nat is also 
a graduate of the California Ag Leadership 
Program. Over thirty years ago his family pio-
neered the wine grape industry in California’s 
San Joaquin Valley. 

Nat has been able to glean valuable experi-
ence in wine grape production and processing 
through his involvement with his family’s local 
winery. Nat holds a Certified Pest Control Ad-
visor’s license as well as a Department of 
Real Estate sales license. Nat’s wide range of 
work experience has also contributed to his 
extensive knowledge in the agricultural field. 
One of his previous positions involved over-
seeing the farm management of 24,000 acres 
of winegrapes, nuts, and vegetables. He holds 
extensive exposure to regional wine growing 
in the Central San Joaquin Valley, and 
throughout other wine producing regions of the 
state. 

Nat’s proficiency is virtually unmatched. He 
was hired in May of 2000 to replace the out-
going president of Allied Grape Growers of 
Fresno, an organization which represents 500 
grape growing members throughout the state 
of California. Together they annually produce 
200,000 to 250,000 tons of wine grapes. 

The leadership and commitment Mr. 
DiBuduo has shown in Fresno County, where 
he and his wife Marilyn live, has never 

wavered. He personifies a man of great prin-
ciple and integrity. Nat is a role model for all 
of us, especially our Valley’s upcoming gen-
eration of agricultural professionals. It is with 
great pride that I congratulate him for receiv-
ing this distinguished award and I wish him 
continued success in his future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING THE VETERANS OF 
FOREIGN WARS MCDONALD-LINN 
CHICAGO RIDGE POST 177 ON ITS 
85TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. LIPINSKl. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the VFW McDonald-Linn Chicago 
Ridge Post 177 as they celebrate their 85th 
Anniversary. Through their dedicated and un-
wavering service to their community and their 
country, the veterans of the McDonald-Linn 
Chicago Ridge Post continue a strong tradition 
of patriotism and duty. 

Named in memory of two World War II serv-
icemen killed in 1945, the McDonald-Linn Chi-
cago Ridge Post 177 has undergone many 
changes. The Post was originally chartered in 
November 1922 as the Joseph J. Lucas VFW 
Post 1671 and has since merged with other 
VFW Posts throughout the area. Charged with 
the purpose of promoting patriotism, aiding 
war veterans, and assisting the community, 
the veterans of Post 177 have distinguished 
themselves with their patriotic spirit and devo-
tion to the community. 

Throughout its long history, the McDonald- 
Linn Chicago Ridge Post has endured its 
share of hardships. In 1974, an electrical fire 
destroyed the inside of the Post building. As a 
testament of the strong will of these veterans 
and the strength of their community, donations 
from VFW members enabled the veterans of 
the Post to rebuild the VFW building with their 
own hands. The McDonald-Linn Chicago 
Ridge Post on Ridgeland Avenue continues to 
serve today as a community landmark and a 
place of camaraderie for our nation’s heroes. 

The extraordinary level of community in-
volvement of the veterans of Post 177 has 
been a great source of pride for its members. 
As sponsors of the Voice of Democracy Schol-
arship Competition for high school students, 
they promote the values of patriotism while 
helping provide scholarships to enable high 
school students continue their education. The 
members of Post 177 are always ready to as-
sist fellow veterans when they are in need, 
visiting sick veterans at home, in hospitals, or 
nursing homes. 

I rise today to recognize the VFW McDon-
ald-Linn Chicago Ridge Post 177 on their 85th 
anniversary. Through their staunch patriotism 
and outstanding contributions to their commu-
nity, the veterans of the McDonald-Linn Post 
nobly continue the legacy of service they 
began when they first answered the call of 
duty. I commend them for their ongoing com-
munity work and their courageous service to 
our country in time of war. I am honored that 
my district is home to such an exceptional or-
ganization, and I am proud to congratulate 
them on their 85th anniversary. 

IN HONOR OF THE HOUSATONIC 
VALLEY REGIONAL HIGH 
SCHOOL ENVIROTHON TEAM 

HON. CHRISTOPHER S. MURPHY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, today I take great pride in recog-
nizing five extraordinary students from 
Housatonic Valley Regional High School in 
Falls Village, CT who won this year’s Inter-
national Envirothon competition. 

They started off their quest last fall by train-
ing for Connecticut’s Envirothon, sponsored by 
the State’s five conservation districts and the 
State’s Department of Environmental Protec-
tion. The Envirothon, started in 1992 by Con-
necticut’s Soil and Water Conservation Dis-
tricts, now includes teams from 50 schools 
from around the State. Through this event, 
both students and teachers have benefited by 
meeting people working in a broad range of 
environmental careers and have experienced 
both professional and academic growth. 

In preparation for the competition, each 
team, led by a teacher or advisor, receives 
curriculum materials and is invited to a series 
of training workshops. All of this extensive 
training culminates in a field day competition— 
this May, it was held in Farmington, CT. The 
hard-working students from Housatonic Valley 
Regional were the top-scoring team in four out 
of the five subject areas and garnered particu-
larly high scores in Clean Renewable Energy, 
Wildlife, and Soils. 

Their preparation paid off yet again as they 
competed in the extremely competitive Canon 
North American Envirothon, which took place 
in upstate New York. While competing against 
teams from over 40 States as well as a few 
Canadian provinces, Team Connecticut se-
cured another first place victory—making them 
the Envirothon’s international champion. 

A particularly impressive accomplishment 
was Team Connecticut’s Oral Presentation. 
With only 10 hours to prepare, in which they 
responded to a challenge to design and create 
a clean renewable school building, Team Con-
necticut scored 156 out of a possible 200 
points. Team Connecticut’s teamwork and tal-
ent shows how truly committed they are to a 
future founded on clean renewable energy and 
innovative ideas to keep our environment sus-
tainable. 

The students, Linnea Palmer Paton of Shar-
on, Andrew Alquesta of East Canaan, Sunny 
Kellner of Warren, Arlen Kleinsasser of Falls 
Village, and Jeremy Kleinsasser of Falls Vil-
lage, will each be receiving $5,000 in scholar-
ships from the Canon North American 
Envirothon. I commend the students and their 
teachers for all of their hard work, as well as 
the Northwest Conservation District for en-
couraging their growth. I wish them the best of 
luck in their future endeavors and ask all the 
Members of the House of Representatives to 
join me in congratulating their great accom-
plishment. 
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TRIBUTE TO MIKE KESSLER 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Mike Kessler, who died on Octo-
ber 4, 2007 after a short illness. Mike was an 
active member of his community and a zeal-
ous political activist. I will always be thankful 
to Mike and his wife, Lillian, because they en-
couraged me to run for Congress. 

Mike, a longtime political activist, was born 
in the College Point area of Brooklyn, New 
York on September 9, 1916. He married Lillian 
Hecht in 1941 and was drafted into the U.S. 
Army in 1942 where he served until 1945. 

In the late 1940’s Mike and Lillian moved to 
the west coast, where he earned a degree in 
Education, started a family, and worked as a 
furniture sales representative. Despite their ac-
tive personal and professional lives, he and 
Lillian always found time to champion the civil 
rights and social justice causes important to 
them. 

Mike achieved many impressive and diverse 
goals while working as a political activist. As 
part of the Hayward Demos’ response to inci-
dents of racial discrimination, Mike cam-
paigned for adoption of the ‘‘No Room for 
Racism’’ resolution. Because of his efforts, the 
‘‘No Room for Racism’’ placard is now proudly 
displayed in many cities and schools through-
out California. He challenged the Patriot Act, 
which he said was not only racist but would 
curb the rights of many citizens. He also advo-
cated for a U.S. stamp in recognition of Paul 
Robeson. Most recently, Mike was an out-
spoken advocate for a single payer health 
care system. 

Mike was a lifelong Democrat and was 
never shy about his politics or seeking justice 
for those forgotten members of the community 
who could not advocate for themselves. His 
intensity, while sometimes overwhelming, did 
not obscure his sincerity and desire to help 
create a better world for all, regardless of race 
or creed. 

Mike Kessler’s constant activism and dedi-
cated efforts to make a difference will be 
missed and long remembered. On November 
17, 2007, Mike’s family and friends will gather 
to celebrate his life. It was a life well lived 
where he provided hope, promise and recogni-
tion to many. He left his mark on the world 
and his light will continue to shine. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. W. TODD AKIN 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. AKIN. Madam Speaker, I was unable to 
participate in the following votes. Had I been 
present, I would have voted as follows: No-
vember 5, 2007: rollcall vote No. 1034, on mo-
tion to close portions of the Conference on the 
FY2008 Department of Defense Appropria-
tions, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’; rollcall vote 
No. 1035, on motion to suspend the rules and 
pass, as amended, H.R. 513—National He-
roes Credit Protection Act, I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall vote No. 1036, on motion to 

suspend the rules and agree, H. Res. 744— 
Recognizing the contributions of Native Amer-
ican veterans and calling upon the President 
to issue a proclamation urging the people of 
the United States to observe a day in honor of 
Native American veterans, I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

HONORING VICTOR DAVIS HANSON, 
PH.D. 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Victor Davis Hanson 
upon being honored with the 2007 ‘‘Friend of 
Israel’’ Award. Dr. Hanson is to be honored at 
the annual dinner for the Republican Jewish 
Coalition of Central California on November 4, 
2007 in Fresno, California. 

Dr. Hanson grew up as a Central Valley 
farmer. He graduated from the University of 
California, Santa Cruz with a Bachelors De-
gree in Classics in 1975. He attended the 
American School of Classics Studies in 1978 
and 1979 and received his Ph.D. in Classics 
from Stanford University in 1980. He was a 
full-time farmer on his tree and vine farm be-
fore joining the staff at California State Univer-
sity, Fresno in 1984 to initiate a classics pro-
gram. In 1991, he was awarded an American 
Philological Association Excellence in Teach-
ing Award. This award is given annually to the 
country’s top undergraduate teachers of Greek 
and Latin. 

Victor Davis Hanson has been honored with 
many achievements and awards. In 1992– 
1993 he was a National Endowment for the 
Humanities Fellow at the Center for Advanced 
Studies in the Behavior Sciences and he was 
a visiting professor of classics at Stanford Uni-
versity in 1991–1992. He has been the recipi-
ent of the Eric Breindel Award for opinion jour-
nalism (2002) and an Alexander Onassis Fel-
low (2001). Further, Dr. Hanson was named 
as alumnus of the year for the University of 
California, Santa Cruz in 2002. From 2002– 
2003 he was the visiting Shifrin Chair of Mili-
tary History at the U.S. Naval Academy in An-
napolis, Maryland. He was honored with the 
Manhattan Institute’s Wriston Lectureship in 
2004 and the 2006 Nimitz Lectureship in Mili-
tary History at the University of California, 
Berkeley. 

Dr. Hanson has authored about 170 articles, 
book reviews, newspaper editorials and es-
says that discuss Greek, agrarian, domestic 
policy, military history and contemporary cul-
ture. He has written or edited sixteen books. 
He has been published by the University of 
California Press, Routledge, Free Press, 
Cassell, Doubleday, Encounter and Random 
House. Dr. Hanson has had editorials pub-
lished in the New York Times, Wall Street 
Journal, Los Angeles Times, International Her-
ald Tribune, New York Post, National Review 
and Washington Times along with numerous 
others. Dr. Hanson has used these different 
outlets, in his writings and speeches, to place 
a focus on the importance of Israel, while 
keeping the priority on the United States. Dr. 
Hanson has been a champion of the cause to 
keep Israel in mind with the United State’s for-
eign policy. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to commend 
and congratulate Victor Davis Hanson upon 
being awarded with the 2007 ‘‘Friend of Israel’’ 
Award. I invite my colleagues to join me in 
wishing Dr. Hanson many years of continued 
success. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Madam Speaker, 
unfortunately yesterday, November 5, 2007, I 
was unable to cast my vote on Closing Por-
tions of H.R. 3222, H.R. 513, and H. Res. 744 
and wish the record to reflect my intentions 
had I been able to vote. 

Had I been present for rollcall No. 1034 on 
Closing Portions of the Conference on H.R. 
3222, Making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall No. 1035 on 
suspending the rules and passing H.R. 513, 
the National Heroes Credit Protection Act, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall No. 1036 on 
suspending the rules and passing H. Res. 
744, Recognizing the contributions of Native 
American veterans and calling upon the Presi-
dent to issue a proclamation urging the people 
of the United States to observe a day in honor 
of Native American veterans, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JERRY WELLER 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to enter into the RECORD votes I 
would have cast had I been present for rollcall 
votes 961 through 971. I was absent on Mon-
day, October 29th through Friday, November 
2nd due to an illness in the family. 

If I were present I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall vote 1010, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 
1011, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1012, ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall vote 1013, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1014, 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1015, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
vote 1016, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1017, ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall vote 1018, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 
1019, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1020, ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall vote 1021, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 1022, 
‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 1023, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
vote 1024, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 1025, ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall vote 1026, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 
1027, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 1028, ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall vote 1029, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1030, 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1031, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
vote 1032, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 1033, ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall vote 1034, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 
1035, and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 1036. 
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IN HONOR OF THE 50TH ANNIVER-

SARY OF THE DANBURY CHAP-
TER OF THE NAACP 

HON. CHRISTOPHER S. MURPHY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, throughout America, the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of Colored 
People, NAACP, has worked tirelessly to en-
sure our Nation’s creed, ‘‘that all men are cre-
ated equal,’’ rings true. 

Recently, Connecticut’s Greater Danbury 
Chapter of the NAACP celebrated its 50th an-
niversary. I rise to honor the efforts and con-
tributions of those who have been instrumental 
in the development of this local chapter over 
the years and commend them for their support 
and dedication to the community. 

During the height of the civil rights move-
ment, the Danbury chapter of the NAACP was 
actively involved in numerous local and na-
tional events in pursuit of justice and equality. 
In 1963, approximately 75 members traveled 
from Danbury to Washington, DC to listen to 
Dr. Martin Luther King’s historic ‘‘I Have a 
Dream’’ speech and participated in the historic 
March on Washington. 

In 1979, Danbury’s main street was flooded 
with some 400 people, including the son of 
President Jimmy Carter, James Earl ‘‘Chip’’ 
Carter, to march from Kenney Park to city hall 
protesting the distribution of offensive pam-
phlets by a member of the Klu Klux Klan. 

And in the 1960s and 1970s, the Danbury 
NAACP was instrumental in influencing policy 
changes to encourage the hiring of African- 
Americans and minorities citywide in response 
to discriminatory hiring and admission prac-
tices at the Henry Abbott Technical School. 

Today, continuing the tradition of promoting 
social justice, the Danbury chapter of the 
NAACP is focused on improving affordable 
housing, ensuring quality education for chil-
dren and adults, and encouraging people to 
vote and participate in the political process. 
Under the leadership of the Reverend Ivan S. 
Pitts, the chapter has seen a surge in mem-
bership, amplified meeting attendance, and 
the renewed respect of its leaders within the 
community. 

Beyond today’s chapter leadership, I would 
like to formally applaud former presidents of 
the Danbury NAACP over the past 50 years: 
Constantine Brandi, the Reverend Leslie G. 
Lawson, Richard Brown, Dr. Frederick Adam, 
Samuel Hyman, Sylvester Craig, Ben An-
drews, Robert Cherry, Jr., Harold Taylor, 
Gladys Cooper, the Reverend Aaron Samuels, 
William J. Knight, Stanford Smith, Sr., Daryle 
Dennis, Sherrie Neptune, and the Reverend 
Donald Dolberry. 

Recent events in Danbury remind us that 
racism is not just a historical stain in our com-
munity—it is ever present. The Danbury chap-
ter of the NAACP is an example and an inspi-
ration to all organizations dedicated to the 
cause of justice and I am proud to recognize 
them for their efforts. I ask that all Members 
of the United States House of Representatives 
join me in honoring their 50 years of out-
standing achievement. 

HONORING THE FIRST RESPOND-
ERS AND SUPPORTING THE VIC-
TIMS OF THE SOUTHERN CALI-
FORNIA WILDFIRES 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, October 30, 2007 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, over the course 
of just one week, my home State of California 
has witnessed the most destructive and ex-
pansive wildfires in its history. Across southern 
California, more than a dozen large fires 
fueled by powerful Santa Ana winds burned 
over 500,000 acres. The flames engulfed for-
ests, homes and businesses alike. In my con-
gressional district, the city of Malibu lost 
homes, a community church, and Castle 
Kashan, an iconic landmark on the California 
coast. 

As these fires raged, thousands of coura-
geous firefighters risked their lives to battle the 
flames, tirelessly working shift after shift in 
grueling conditions. Hundreds of volunteers 
donated money, resources, and time to help 
the nearly 1 million Californians evacuated at 
the height of the crisis. Officials at all levels of 
government acted swiftly to coordinate a rapid 
response. While we grieve for the hundreds of 
families who have been devastated, we must 
be thankful that even greater losses were 
averted. 

The damage caused by the fires is stag-
gering in its scope and heartbreaking in its im-
pact on those who must start over from 
scratch. But Californians are resilient and de-
termined to restore their communities and re-
build their lives. Today we stand in solidarity 
as we consider H. Res. 778, a resolution hon-
oring the first responders and supporting the 
victims of the southern California wildfires. 
This resolution sends an important message 
to all Californians that the Nation is with them, 
and that Congress stands prepared to provide 
the assistance they need. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO RANDY 
BLACK, SR. 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Randy Black, Sr., who is the recipient 
of the 2007 Lieder Award. The Lieder Award 
is given annually to a person or organization 
that demonstrates outstanding leadership in 
the southern Nevada real estate industry by 
the Lied Institute for Real Estate Studies at 
the University of Nevada Las Vegas. 

Randy has had a lasting impact on southern 
Nevada that began when he enrolled in Clark 
County Community College in an effort to be-
come a realtor. Throughout his career he has 
had a multi-faceted experience, working as a 
title examiner for First American Title/Stewart 
Title, a commercial real estate salesman with 
Robert Realty Investment and Development, 
and a commercial real estate broker with Con-
solidated Realty and Management. Since 
1977, he has served as the chairman of the 
board, owner, and broker with Diversified Re-

alty. He has also been a partner with many 
different businesses in southern Nevada in-
cluding Beano’s Casino Restaurant and 
Lounge and Shuck’s Seafood Restaurant and 
Lounges. In addition, he has been a managing 
partner with Virgin River Hotel and Casino, 
Casablanca Hotel Resort and Casino, and 
Oasis Resort Casino in Mesquite, Nevada. 
Randy also owns many development projects 
in southern Nevada. 

Along with all of his work in the real estate 
industry, Randy has also dedicated his time to 
various boards and commissions. He has 
been active with the City of Las Vegas Citi-
zens Advisory Board and the Nellis Air Force 
Base Support Team. He has utilized his ex-
pertise in real estate to contribute his time to 
the Southern Nevada Homebuilders Associa-
tion and the Las Vegas Board of Realtors Po-
litical Action Committee. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor 
Randy Black, Sr. His constant commitment to 
the advancement of the real estate community 
in southern Nevada is honorable, and I wish 
him congratulations as the 2007 Lieder Award 
recipient. 

f 

PROTECTING VETERANS FUNDING 
LETTERS 

HON. STEVAN PEARCE 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, I submit the 
two letters I referred to in my 1 minute this 
morning. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, October 4, 2007. 

Office of the Senate Majority Leader, 
U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER REID: We write 
today to ask you to keep the Senate in ses-
sion the week of October 8, to help pass this 
years’ veterans appropriations. Now that we 
are already into the new fiscal year, it is im-
perative that the House and Senate reach a 
prompt agreement on the conference report 
on the FY2008 Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs Appropriations Act (H.R. 
2642). 

It is unfortunate the Senate has been un-
able to act upon many of its Constitu-
tionally mandated appropriations bills. 
While the House continues to wait upon the 
Senate to complete its work, we call upon 
you to quickly move veterans appropriations 
through conference so a final version of the 
bill may be passed and presented to the 
President. We believe that veterans issues 
rise above the partisan divisions of Wash-
ington which is evident by the passage of the 
FY08 MilCon-Veterans appropriations with 
overwhelming majorities in both Houses, 
501–3 combined. 

The Senate cannot allow this critically im-
portant funding to continue to fall victim to 
the usual partisan wrangling which occurs 
all too often in Washington. If tragedies such 
as the recent revelations at Walter Reed 
Army Medical Center are to be diverted in 
the future, we must pass veterans funding 
now. From FY 2001 the total VA budget rose 
from $48 billion to approximately $70 billion 
in FY 2006, a 46 percent increase. This year, 
the House voted to increase funding by $6 
billion dollars over FY07, one of the largest 
in the 77 year history of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. Because we have asked so 
much of or brave men and women in uniform 
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during the War on Terror we must uphold 
our commitment to veterans upon their re-
turn home. 

Earlier in the year, the new Majority 
agreed they would continue the trend of sig-
nificant increases in veterans funding begun 
by the Republican Congress. We ask you to 
honor that agreement and see the commit-
ment we made to our veterans is upheld. 

We must never forget the sacrifice of our 
veterans. As members of Congress, we have a 
solemn obligation to fulfill our promises to 
them. We ask you to look past the height-
ened partisanship of our times and unite us 
on this issue by making it a first priority to 
bring a stand-alone veterans appropriations 
bill through conference so the Congress may 
present the President with a bill no later 
than October 12, 2007. 

Sincerely, 
Steve Pearce, Tim Walberg, Jean 

Schmidt, Darrell Issa, Jim Saxton, Don 
Young, Scott Garrett, Jeff Miller, 
Trent Franks, Duncan Hunter, Jo Ann 
Davis, Pete Sessions. 

Phil Gingrey, Phil English, Thelma 
Drake, Jeb Hensarling, Ginny Brown- 
Waite, Peter Roskam, Vito Fossella, 
Lincoln Diaz-Balart, John Carter, Dan 
Burton, K. Michael Conaway, John 
Kuhl. 

Tom Feeney, Tom Price, James Sensen-
brenner, Gus Bilirakis, Wally Herger, 
Doug Lamborn, Greg Walden, Gary 
Miller, Michele Bachmann, John Kline, 
Tom Tancredo, Geoff Davis. 

Adrian Smith, Paul Ryan, John Doo-
little, John Peterson, Rick Renzi, 
Mark Souder, Louie Gohmert, Michael 
McCaul, Randy Neugebauer, Wayne 
Gilchrest, Jim Gerlach. 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Washington, DC, September 17, 2007. 
OFFICE OF THE SPEAKER, 
U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPEAKER: We write to urge you in 
the strongest possible terms to reach a 
prompt agreement on the conference report 
on the FY2008 Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs Appropriations Act (H.R. 
2642). Few issues are more important than 
adequate funding for our nation’s veterans. 
The leadership in the House cannot allow 
this critically important funding to fall vic-
tim to the usual partisan wrangling which 
occurs all too often in Washington. 

Veterans should not be used as tools for 
political bargaining and gamesmanship. 
Both the House and Senate passed the FY08 
MilCon-Veterans appropriations with over-
whelming majorities because our commit-
ment to veterans rises above partisan squab-
bling. Tragedies such as the recent revela-
tions at Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
must never be repeated. The findings of in-
sufficient care at Walter Reed and other fa-
cilities should be seen by Congress as a man-
date to finish the work and live up to the 
promises we have made to our veterans. 

After decades of flat funding, total VA 
budget rose from $48 billion in FY 2001 to ap-
proximately $70 billion in FY 2006, a 46 per-
cent increase. This year, the House voted to 
increase funding by $6 billion dollars over 
FY07, one of the largest in the 77 year his-
tory of the Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Both the Senate and House versions received 
overwhelming majority support passing by a 
vote of 409–2 in the House and 92–1 in the 
Senate. 

Earlier in the year, the new Majority 
agreed they would continue the trend of sig-
nificant increases in veterans funding begun 
by the Republican Congress. We ask you to 
honor that agreement and see that the com-
mitment we made to our veterans is hon-
ored. 

We must never forget the sacrifice of our 
veterans. As members of Congress, we have a 

solemn obligation to fulfill our promises to 
them. We ask for you to look past the 
heightened partisanship of our times and 
unite us on this issue by making it a first 
priority to quickly bring a stand alone Vet-
erans appropriations bill through conference 
so the Congress may present the President 
with a bill by October 1, 2007. 

We stand ready to assist you in reaching 
this goal. 

Sincerely, 
Steve Pearce, Gus Bilirakis, Thelma 

Drake, Pete Sessions, Louie Gohmert, 
Jean Schmidt, Jim Saxton, Dana Rohr-
abacher, Mario Diaz-Balart, Sue 
Myrick, Tom Feeney. 

Jon Porter, Rick Renzi, Marilyn 
Musgrave, Michael Burgess, Michael 
Conaway, Mark Souder, Tim Walberg, 
Steve King, Ron Lewis, Jeff Miller, 
Tom Tancredo. 

Steve Buyer, Peter Roskam, John Mica, 
John Kline, Paul Ryan, Greg Walden, 
Tom Price, Mary Fallin, Randy Forbes, 
Mary Bono, Spencer Bachus. 

Dean Heller, Barbara Cubin, John 
Shimkus, Jim Gerlach, Jeb Hensarling, 
Geoff Davis, Scott Garrett, Adrian 
Smith, Mike Ferguson, Don Young, 
Ginny Brown-Waite. 

f 

SMITHSONIAN MODERNIZATION 
ACT OF 2007 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, the Smith-
sonian Institution is a unique and irreplaceable 
cultural, historical, educational and artistic 
complex without any public or private counter-
part in the world. Since its founding, the 
Smithsonian has become an extraordinary 
array of world class museums, galleries, edu-
cational showplaces and unique research cen-
ters including 19 museums and galleries, 9 re-
search facilities, the National Zoo, and a Na-
tional Museum of African American History 
and Culture, approved by Congress, now 
seeking funding from the private sector for 
construction. The Smithsonian has grown with 
trust funds, donations from American culture 
and life, and other financial contributions. 
However, most of its funding continues to 
come from federal appropriations. Despite re-
ceiving 70 percent of its support from the fed-
eral government, the Smithsonian has long 
had serious and mounting unmet infrastructure 
and other financial needs. Infrastructure needs 
have increased to $2.5 billion, and continuing 
deterioration threatens exhibits and restricts 
access. Congress must help the Smithsonian 
Institution strengthen its ability to build re-
sources beyond what taxpayers are able to 
provide. The most important step that Con-
gress could take today is to finally rescue the 
Smithsonian from the 19th century governance 
structure that keeps it from accessing needed 
available private resources and limits close 
and critical internal oversight similar to what 
public and private facilities receive today. This 
bill provides a structure befitting an agency of 
the unique complexity of the Smithsonian’s, 
without which these goals cannot be reached. 

In no small part, the difficulty the Smithso-
nian has faced results from limitations inherent 
to its antiquated governance structure. The ex-
isting structure may have fit the Smithsonian 
160 years ago, but today, the structure has 
proven to be a relic that has disserved the In-
stitution. The present governance places im-

mense responsibility on dedicated but over-
extended members of the House and Senate, 
the Vice President of the United States and 
Chief Justice of the United States Supreme 
Court, fully half of the board, who must per-
form their fiduciary duties as board members 
while giving first priority to their sworn respon-
sibilities as important Federal officials. 

The need for new revenue streams and for 
a modern governance structure has been 
clear for years but can no longer be avoided 
following unprecedented controversies and ir-
responsible risks taken by Smithsonian man-
agement. The Smithsonian’s first full-blown 
scandal in its 160 year history, replete with 
embarrassing coverage, has damaged the 
Smithsonian’s reputation and perhaps the con-
fidence of potential contributors. The poor 
judgment and overreaching of Smithsonian 
personnel require new and concentrated over-
sight by citizens from whom the Smithsonian 
can command priority attention. The Regents, 
of course, have taken some important action 
on their own. After irregularities were uncov-
ered by the media, the Regents responded to 
the controversies by creating a Governance 
Committee, chaired by Patty Stonesifer, a Re-
gent who is chief executive officer of the Bill 
& Melinda Gates Foundation, with a mandate 
to comprehensively review the policies and 
practices of the Smithsonian and how the 
Board conducts its oversight of the Institution. 
The Board also established an Independent 
Review Committee (IRC), chaired by Charles 
A. Bowsher, former Comptroller General of the 
United States, to review the issues arising 
from the Inspector General’s reports, the Re-
gents’ response, and related Smithsonian 
practices. 

The Independent Review was forthright in 
its investigation and recommendations. The 
IRC stated explicitly in its report that the root 
cause of the current problems at the Smithso-
nian was an antiquated governance structure 
that led to failures in governance and manage-
ment. According to the IRC, the Board of Re-
gents for the Smithsonian must recognize a fi-
duciary responsibility that carries a ‘‘major 
commitment of time and effort, a reputational 
risk and potentially, financial liability.’’ The IRC 
further found that the Smithsonian, with a 
budget of over $1 billion a year, must have a 
Board of Regents who ‘‘act as true fiduciaries 
and who have both the time and the experi-
ence to assume the responsibilities of setting 
strategy and providing oversight. Time is a 
major factor.’’ The IRC cited lack of clarity of 
the roles of the Vice President and Chief Jus-
tice on the Board, and said that ‘‘it is not fea-
sible to expect the Chief Justice to devote the 
hours necessary to serve as a fiduciary 
agent.’’ The same might be said of members 
of the House and Senate who serve. The IRC 
recommends expanding the level of expertise 
and number of board members and ensuring 
that Regents who are appointed have suffi-
cient time and attention to dedicate to the 
Smithsonian. 

The Smithsonian’s own Governance Com-
mittee identified several board weaknesses 
and concluded that the Regents did not re-
ceive or demand the reports necessary for 
competent decision making, that staff whom 
the Regents depended upon for oversight in-
quiries, did not have direct access or the rela-
tionships necessary to bring forward important 
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issues, and that the inability of staff to commu-
nicate red flag issues ‘‘crippled’’ internal com-
pliance and oversight mechanisms. 

f 

STOP TUBERCULOSIS (TB) NOW 
ACT OF 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. GENE GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, November 5, 2007 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of this legislation. 
There is a great need, at home and abroad, 
for increased resources against the fight of 
Tuberculosis. Worldwide, nearly 2 million peo-
ple died from TB in 2006. Adding to the prob-
lem, the TB germ is changing and new, drug- 
resistant strains have been found in 28 coun-
tries on 6 continents, including the U.S. The 
Stop Tuberculosis Now Act of 2007 requires 
the President to make TB prevention, treat-
ment and elimination a priority. This act au-
thorizes the President to increase aid to the 
World Health Organization through USAID 
specifically for TB strategies against these 
drug-resistant strains and to support affected 
countries, also increasing appropriations for 
CDCP and TB programs. 

This legislation addresses the need abroad, 
but we also still need more interest here in the 
states. That is why I introduced The Com-
prehensive TB Elimination Act (H.R. 1532) 
earlier this year to confront that exact problem. 
In 2005, more than 14,000 people had TB in 
the U.S., including over 1500 cases in Texas. 
There also is an estimated 10 to 15 million 
people in the U.S. with latent TB, approxi-
mately 10 percent of which will go on to de-
velop active TB. In the face of this problem, 
the standard method for diagnosis is more 
than 100 years and isn’t adequately effective 
in testing children or those also infected with 
HIV/AIDS. The newest class of anti-TB drugs 
is 40 years old. The current drug- resistant 
strains that we know of are nearly untreatable 
with the drugs available today. 

These facts highlight the obvious need for 
TB research and development of active at-
tempts not only to control the problem, but de-
crease the threat and hopefully eradicate it 
completely. The Comprehensive Tuberculosis 
Elimination Act (H.R. 1532) will do that at 
home and The Stop Tuberculosis Now Act of 
2007 (H.R. 1567) will do that abroad. I urge 
my colleagues’ to join me in supporting this 
legislation. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, on Mon-
day, November 5, 2007, I was absent from the 
House due to a family illness an therefore 
missed rollcall votes 1034 through 1036. 

Had I been present for rollcall 1034, H.R. 
3222, on closing portions of the conference for 
a measure making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall 1035, H.R. 
513, on a motion to suspend the rules and 
pass, as amended the National Heroes Credit 
Protection Act, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall 1036, H. Res. 
744, on a motion to suspend the rules and 
agree to a measure recognizing the contribu-
tions of Native American veterans and calling 
upon the President to issue a proclamation 
urging the people of the United States to ob-
serve a day in honor of Native American vet-
erans, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

HONORING NANCY KEEFER, RE-
CIPIENT OF BONITA SPRINGS 2007 
CITIZEN OF THE YEAR 

HON. CONNIE MACK 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. MACK. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Nancy Keefer, Bonita Springs 2007 Cit-
izen of the Year, for her years of dedicated 
service to southwest Florida. Nancy exempli-
fies the ideals that we in southwest Florida 
hold dear. 

Over the last decade, Nancy’s energy and 
dedication for Bonita Springs has led to great 
service and leadership in our community. In 
addition to serving as the president of the 
Bonita Springs Chamber of Commerce since 
1997, she is a member of the Bonita Springs 
Rotary Club, on the Bonita Springs YMCA 
board of directors and is a member of the 
International College President’s Council. 
Nancy is also a member of the Southwest 
Florida Transportation Initiative. 

We all owe a tremendous amount of appre-
ciation to Nancy for showing our community 
what leadership and service truly means. 

I’m honored to represent such a remarkable 
individual, and I would like to thank citizens 
like her for making southwest Florida a great 
place to live, work and visit. 

f 

HONORING FORMER OHIO STATE 
MARCHING BAND ARRANGER 
RICHARD W. HEINE 

HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
recognize Mr. Richard W. Heine, arranger for 
The Ohio State University Marching Band, and 
to express my appreciation for the lifetime he 
spent creating the unmistakable sound of The 
Ohio State University Marching Band. For 
more than 60 years, Mr. Heine contributed his 
talents to the students of Ohio State, and for 
this, I offer him my utmost congratulations and 
thanks for his efforts. 

After graduating from Greenville High 
School in 1934, Mr. Heine began his associa-
tion with The Ohio State University as a stu-
dent and member of the marching band. More 
than any other person, he was responsible for 
the unique sound of this brass marching band. 
In addition to many original compositions, Mr. 
Heine arranged most of the Ohio State school 
songs including Buckeye Battle Cry, I Want To 
Go Back To Ohio State, Chimes & Carmen 

Ohio and Beautiful Ohio. There are very few 
non band members who have had the rare 
honor of dotting the ‘‘i’’ during the famous 
Script Ohio formation; however, Mr. Heine is 
one of the select few to be so honored by the 
Ohio State Marching Band. 

Madam Speaker, I’ve seen the Ohio State 
Marching Band and Script Ohio formation 
many times and there is little doubt that the 
band referred to as ‘‘The Best Damn Band in 
the Land’’ is exactly that, and Mr. Heine 
played no small part in that legacy. 

It was with sadness that I learned that Mr. 
Heine passed away October 11, 2007 at the 
age of 91. Richard’s memory will live on in the 
lives of those he touched, and every Saturday 
in the fall as the sounds he created echo in 
the hearts of football fans across the country. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BILL SHUSTER 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 1034, 1035, and 1036 I was not present 
because I was delayed returning from Iraq on 
official travel. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yes’’ on each of these rollcall votes. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TIM MURPHY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, had I been present, I would have 
voted: 

1. ‘‘Yes’’ on Rollcall 1034, H.R. 3222, Mak-
ing appropriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes. 

2. ‘‘Yes’’ on Rollcall 1035, H.R. 513, Na-
tional Heroes Credit Protection Act. 

3. ‘‘Yes’’ on Rollcall 1036, H. Res. 744, 
Recognizing the contributions of Native Amer-
ican veterans and calling upon the President 
to issue a proclamation urging the people of 
the United States to observe a day in honor of 
Native American veterans. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ZACH KINNE 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Zach Kinne of Eagleville, 
Missouri. Zach is a very special young man 
who has exemplified the finest qualities of 
leadership by being elected to serve as 2007– 
2008 National Future Farmers of America 
President. 

Zach was among six individuals selected 
from a field of 40 to hold a national office. He 
was later chosen and presented as President 
at the 80th National FFA Convention in Indian-
apolis, Indiana. As president, this position will 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:10 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A06NO8.023 E06NOPT1cc
ol

em
an

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

69
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E2333 November 6, 2007 
require Zach to travel more than 100,000 
miles, visit approximately 40 states, and par-
ticipate in an international experience tour to 
Japan. Zach will also be responsible for pro-
viding personal growth and leadership training 
for students, setting policies that shape the fu-
ture of the organization, and promoting agri-
cultural literacy. 

Currently, Zach attends school at the Uni-
versity of Missouri in Columbia. There, he is 
involved in many student organizations includ-
ing College of Agriculture Student Develop-
ment board, MU Alumni Association Student 
Board, Agriculture Economics Club, Collegiate 
Farm Bureau, College of Agriculture Learning 
Improvement Committee, and the Missouri De-
partment of Education Preparatory Taskforce. 

Zach has been very active as a member of 
FFA. Over the years, Zach has been involved 
he has participated in a Supervised Agricul-
tural Experience, which required producing 
and selling registered Angus seed stock bulls. 
Zach was also selected as a state winner and 
national semi-finalist in prepared speaking, 
and was named State Star in Agricultural 
Placement. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Zach Kinne for his accom-
plishments with the Future Farmers of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of President for the 2007– 
2008 calendar year. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE WILDFIRE 
PREVENTION ACT 

HON. DUNCAN HUNTER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Speaker, today I am 
introducing legislation that will significantly en-
hance the ability of the American people to 
protect their homes and property from dan-
gerous wildfires. This crucial legislation will 
augment our fire emergency preparedness by 
eliminating burdensome government rules and 
regulations rather than creating new ones. 
More and bigger government is not the solu-
tion to the challenges we face and my legisla-
tion gives the American people the opportunity 
to take the initiative in protecting themselves 
and their property. 

We have all witnessed the destruction and 
devastation wrought by the recent fires in 
southern California. According to the latest re-
ports, 518,021 acres have burned and over 
3,500 structures have been damaged or de-
stroyed. Thousands of families are now left 
homeless and hundreds of thousands more 
were forced to evacuate their homes as the 
fires threatened. While our brave first respond-
ers performed as outstandingly in this crisis as 
we have come to expect, these events have 
made it increasingly clear that our government 
has not been providing citizens with the tools 
necessary to protect themselves and has re-
lied excessively on a large and unresponsive 
bureaucracy. 

I am sad to report that current laws and reg-
ulations make it difficult, if not altogether im-
possible, for private property owners to clear 
brush and create fire breaks that might save 
their homes in the event of a wildfire. Intrusive 
federal regulations, such as the Endangered 
Species Act, discourage, and in some cases 

prohibit, property owners from modifying their 
property to better prepare for wildfires. Our 
misguided policies have placed special inter-
ests above the all- important right and obliga-
tion of homeowners and property owners to 
prepare themselves for natural disasters. We 
know intrusive and bloated government is al-
ways a problem, but in a fire emergency, it 
can be deadly and destructive. 

My legislation, the Wildfire Prevention Act, 
works by empowering citizens rather than bu-
reaucrats. The Wildfire Prevention Act makes 
it clear that no Federal law will prevent private 
property owners, or local communities that 
manage public land, from clearing brush or 
making other modifications to their property for 
the purpose of creating fire breaks in order to 
protect their lives and their property. 

Madam Speaker, this legislation is a step in 
the right direction in providing property owners 
with the resources they need to protect them-
selves. I am proud to introduce the Wildfire 
Prevention Act and request my colleagues 
give this important legislation their utmost con-
sideration. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF NON 
QUINCY ADAMS 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, the city of 
Mobile and indeed the entire state of Alabama 
recently lost a dear friend. I rise today to 
honor him and pay tribute to memory of Mr. 
Non Quincy Adams. 

A native and resident of Mobile, Mr. Adams 
graduated from Murphy High School and at-
tended Millsaps College in Jackson, Mis-
sissippi. During World War II, he served in the 
U.S. Navy in the Pacific theater of operation 
aboard the USS George Clymer and attained 
the rank of lieutenant junior grade. 

After the war, he received degrees in busi-
ness and law from the University of Alabama. 
Starting his career as a teenager with First 
National Bank in 1940, he returned to Mobile 
after college to practice law. Over the years, 
he held positions in the trust and commercial 
areas. During the 1970s, Mr. Adams rose 
through the ranks to become a member of the 
board of directors. Later, he became president 
and in just 4 years, chief executive in 1982. 
After the bank merged with AmSouth Bank, he 
was named chairman of AmSouth’s Southern 
region. 

In 1974, he was elected to the board of di-
rectors of Loyal American Life Insurance Co., 
and he later became the chairman and chief 
executive officer of the Modern Banking Asso-
ciation of Alabama. In 1988, Mr. Adams ran 
for a seat on the Mobile County school board 
and served a term as the District 2 commis-
sioner. He also served as a director of both 
the Industrial Development Board of the city of 
Mobile and the Business Council of Alabama. 

Along with his business associations, Mr. 
Adams served as director of the Mobile Area 
Council of Boy Scouts and was a trustee of 
the YMCA. He also served as the director of 
the Exploreum and was chairman of the Keep 
Mobile Beautiful Commission. During the 
1980s, he was significantly involved with the 
tree preservation, beautification and revitaliza-

tion of Bienville Square. Mr. Adams was a 
deacon and lifelong member of First Baptist 
Church of Mobile. In 1990, he was bestowed 
the honor of Mobilian of the Year. 

There is no doubt—Mr. N. Q. Adams’ con-
tributions to Mobile and the state of Alabama 
will be long remembered. He loved life and 
lived it to the fullest, and his passing marks a 
tremendous loss for all of south Alabama. He 
will be deeply missed by many, most espe-
cially his wife of 54 years, Eran Jobe Adams; 
his sister, Dora Lee Davidson; his son, Sam-
uel Russell Adams; his daughter, Laura Aline 
Adams; his granddaughter; and his great- 
grandson; as well as countless friends he 
leaves behind. 

Our thoughts and prayers go with them all 
in this difficult time. 

f 

HONORING LARRY MCCARTHY 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a great Californian. Larry 
McCarthy has served as president of the Cali-
fornia Taxpayers’ Association since 1989, 
building the association into a powerful force 
for the taxpayers of the Golden State, and 
conducting detailed policy research that has 
helped shaped the laws of my great State. 

Larry McCarthy has advocated on behalf of 
taxpaying residents and entrepreneurs as 
president of the California Tax Foundation and 
as chairman of the National Taxpayers Con-
ference, a nationwide organization of state 
taxpayer associations. Larry also was the lead 
advocate and strategist for two $300 million 
unemployment insurance tax reductions in the 
early 1980s and a complete refinance of the 
California unemployment insurance system in 
1985. Larry also played a major role in 
strengthening the economy, helping busi-
nesses prosper and creating new employment 
opportunities for Californians. 

As research director of Cal-Tax, he super-
vised extensive research projects on local 
government finance in California, winning a 
national award for research on the use of ben-
efit assessments in California after passage of 
Proposition 13. Early in his career in California 
and in Washington State, Larry McCarthy au-
thored publications called Citizens Guide to 
Local Government Budgeting to help individ-
uals become involved in the complicated 
budget processes of cities, counties and 
school districts. 

Larry’s success as the leader of Cal-Tax is 
reflected by the dedication and devotion of his 
staff, the majority of whom have served with 
him for more than 20 years. He has also dis-
tinguished himself as a strong family man, 
dedicated to his wife, Sandy, and their three 
children, Steven, Michelle and Christine. 

Madam Speaker, Larry McCarthy is fighting 
valiantly against cancer, maintaining his sense 
of humor and drawing upon his strong faith in 
God to battle the disease. The people of Cali-
fornia have been blessed to have Larry 
McCarthy on their side; we salute him for his 
dedication to improving California and our Na-
tion, and for his achievements on behalf of the 
hard-working taxpayers of California. 
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Madam Speaker, I hope you will join me in 

extending heartfelt thanks to Larry McCarthy 
for his tremendous contributions to our State 
and wish him strength during this difficult time. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, November 5, 2007 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
let me thank my dear friend, Mr. DANNY DAVIS 
of Illinois, for organizing this special order on 
the very important subject addressing the pris-
on warehousing crisis in this country. H.R. 
1593, The Second Chance Act, a bill of which 
I am an original co-sponsor, addresses the 
very serious concerns about the compromised 
state of warehousing prisoners. 

Earlier this year the Judiciary Subcommittee 
on Crime, Terrorism and Homeland Security, 
of which I am a member, held hearings to ad-
dress the state of certain conditions within the 
United States prison system. In one of those 
hearings, my colleagues and I considered the 
merits of The Second Chance Act, and my 
amendment which I offered in the last Con-
gress was included in the base bill this year. 

The Second Chance Act is designed to re-
duce recidivism, increase public safety, and 
help state and local governments better ad-
dress the growing population of ex-offenders 
returning their communities. The bill focuses 
on four areas: development and support of 
programs that provide alternatives to incarcer-
ation, expansion of the availability of sub-
stance abuse treatment, strengthening families 
and the expansion of comprehensive re-entry 
services. The Subcommittee has held a series 
of hearings on issues relating to re-entry of 
prisoners and this legislation dating back to 
the 108th Congress. Our most recent hearing, 
on March 20, 2007, focused on re-entry best 
practices and the continuing need for Federal 
support of re-entry program development. 

Nearly two-thirds of released state prisoners 
are expected to be re-arrested for a felony or 
serious misdemeanor within 3 years of their 
release. Such high recidivism rates translate 
into thousands of new crimes each year and 
wasted taxpayer dollars, which can be averted 
through improved prisoner reentry efforts. 

The ‘‘Second Chance Act of 2007’’ allocates 
$36o million towards a variety of reentry pro-
grams. One of the main components of the bill 
is the funding of demonstration projects that 
would provide ex-offenders with a coordinated 
continuum of housing, education, health, em-
ployment, and mentoring services. This broad 
array of services would provide stability and 
make the transition for ex-offenders easier, in 
turn reducing recidivism. 

Another reason why I strongly support this 
legislation is because it includes a provision 
contained in an amendment I offered during 
the Judiciary Committee markup of this bill in 
the 109th Congress. That amendment, incor-
porated in H.R. 1593 as Section 243 of the 
bill, requires that the: 

Attorney General shall collect data and de-
velop best practices of State corrections de-
partments and child protection agencies re-
lating to the communication and coordina-
tion between such State departments and 

agencies to ensure the safety and support of 
children of incarcerated parents (including 
those in foster care and kinship care), and 
the support of parent-child relationships be-
tween incarcerated (and formerly incarcer-
ated) parents and their children, as appro-
priate to the health and well-being of the 
children. 

I also sponsored H.R. 261, the Federal Pris-
on Bureau Nonviolent Offender Relief Act of 
2007 which I introduced earlier this year. H.R. 
261 directs the Bureau of Prisons, pursuant to 
a good time policy, to release a prisoner who 
has served one half or more of his or her term 
of imprisonment if that prisoner: (1) Has at-
tained age 45; (2) has never been convicted 
of a crime of violence; and (3) has not en-
gaged in any violation, involving violent con-
duct, of institutional disciplinary regulations. 

H.R. 261, would address the problem of 
warehousing in the Nation’s Federal correction 
facilities non-violent offenders over the age of 
45 who have served more than half of their 
sentences and pose no future danger to soci-
ety. As I stated during the markup of H.R. 
1593, the Second Chance Act of 2007, I 
strongly believe that in affording older offend-
ers a second chance to turn around their lives 
and contribute to society, that ex-offenders not 
be too old to take full advantage of a second 
chance to redeem themselves in the eyes of 
their families, friends, and communities. I be-
lieve setting an eligibility age of 45 rather than 
6o will better achieve the goal we all share. 

I am also concerned about the rehabilitation 
and treatment of juvenile offenders in my 
home state of Texas as it appears that the ad-
ministrators of TYC have neglected their du-
ties. The April 10, 2007 ‘‘Dallas Morning 
News’’, reported that ‘‘two former Texas Youth 
Commission administrators were indicted on 
charges that they sexually abused teenage in-
mates at the state juvenile prison in Pyote’’. 
The same article also cited the 2005 investiga-
tive report by Texas Rangers’ Sgt. Burzynski 
which found that the two indicted TYC admin-
istrators, Brookins and Hernandez, had re-
peatedly molested inmates in the Pyote pris-
on. The report is cited as saying that Mr. 
Brookins, who during some periods was the 
top official, had shown sex toys and pornog-
raphy in his office, while Mr. Hernandez mo-
lested inmates in classrooms and closets. 

I hope that all of my colleagues would join 
me in supporting the Second Chance Act as 
well as my bill H.R. 261, the Federal Prison 
Bureau Nonviolent Offender Relief Act of 
2007. It is time to make a change. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. NITA M. LOWEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Speaker, I regrettably 
missed rollcall votes Nos. 1034, 1035, and 
1036 on November 5, 2007. Had I been 
present, I would have voted in the following 
manner: rollcall No. 1034: ‘‘yes’’; rollcall No. 
1035: ‘‘yes’’; rollcall No. 1036: ‘‘yes.’’ 

RECOGNIZING CAROL GORDY ON 
THE COMPLETION OF A SUC-
CESSFUL YEAR AS 2007 BCA 
CHAIRMAN 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride and pleasure that I rise today to 
honor Mrs. Carol Gordy as she completes a 
highly successful term as the 2007 chairman 
of the Business Council of Alabama (BCA). 

Carol has been a distinguished member of 
the Brewton, Alabama, business community 
for almost three decades. In 1990, she pur-
chased Natural Decorations Inc., known as 
NDI, from its original founders. Since that 
time, Carol and her husband, Joe, have grown 
the company from 10 to 100 employees and 
increased sales from less than $1 million to 
more than $16 million a year. 

NDI is located in a small town in Alabama; 
nevertheless, it is a world-class leading manu-
facturer of high-end floral and botanical repro-
ductions. Counted among its customers are 
Neiman-Marcus, Horchow, and interior design-
ers worldwide, with ads appearing regularly in 
magazines such as Architectural Digest, Ve-
randa, and Traditional Home. NDI also has ex-
clusive licensing agreements with the Colonial 
Williamsburg Foundation and the Versailles 
Foundation for Monet’s Giverney Gardens. 

Under Carol Gordy’s leadership as both 
chairman and chief executive officer, NDI has 
been nominated for 10 ARTS Awards, the pre-
mier awards program for the home decorative 
accessories industry, and received six. In 
2001, NDI was inducted into the ARTS Hall of 
Fame. Additionally, NDI has been recognized 
for outstanding achievements in workplace 
safety. 

It is this commitment to excellence in her 
own business that has made Carol such a val-
uable asset to BCA. In 2005, BCA leaders 
recognized her dedication to the association 
and asked her to join other volunteer leaders 
to serve as the group’s first vice-chairman, a 
position that put Carol in line to be the first 
woman in BCA’s history to serve as chairman. 

A native of Dublin, Texas, Carol was raised 
in New Mexico. She started her first of three 
retail flower shops in Albuquerque and was 
the first person from New Mexico ever to be 
inducted into the American Institute of Floral 
Design in Washington, DC in 1980. 

Carol’s commitment to her community is 
second to none. She currently serves on the 
boards of A+ Education Foundation, 
BankTrust, Alabama Technology Network, Ro-
tary International, the Quality of Life Chair for 
Alabama Communities of Excellence, and the 
Accessory Division of International Home Fur-
nishings Center, High Point, NC. 

Carol is a member of the Governor’s Com-
mission on Quality Teaching and has served 
on the Governor’s Commission on Efficiency, 
Consolidation and Funding. She was a mem-
ber of Leadership Alabama Class XXIII and 
served as a judge for the Tournament of 
Roses Parade in Pasadena, California. She is 
also a member of Voices for Alabama’s Chil-
dren. 

Madam Speaker, there are few individuals 
more dedicated or more committed to helping 
their communities than Carol Gordy, and I 
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would like to offer my congratulations for her 
service as the first woman chairman of BCA 
and for her many personal and professional 
achievements. 

I know her husband, Joe, her family and 
many friends join me in praising her accom-
plishments and extending thanks for her many 
efforts on behalf of Brewton and the state of 
Alabama. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speaker, due 
to a flight delay on my return trip from Iowa to 
Washington on November 5, 2007, I unavoid-
ably missed rollcall votes Nos. 1034, 1035, 
and 1036. 

Had I been present, on rollcall vote No. 
1034, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

As a co-sponsor of H.R. 513, the National 
Heroes Credit Protection Act, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 1035. I am 
pleased that this important bill, which would 
protect the credit ratings of military 
servicemembers and alleviate financial stress 
for troops serving our country in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, passed the House unanimously. 

On rollcall vote No. 1036, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTION 
ON SEA LEVEL RISE 

HON. DONNA M. CHRISTENSEN 
OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speaker, over 
160 National Wildlife Refuges exist along the 
95,000 miles of United States coastline and 
are in danger of being seriously affected by 
global warming. Scientists all around the world 
expect sea levels to rise as polar ice and gla-
ciers melt, and oceans physically expand. 

As we proactively begin to engage to pro-
tect our natural resources most susceptible to 
global warming, it is crucial to consider our 
coastal national wildlife refuges under the ju-
risdiction of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Though uncertainty exists regarding the pro-
jected increases in sea level rise and global 
warming, we know for certain that global 
warming is occurring and coastal communities 
and refuges are already being affected. 

Studies currently show that the continuation 
of historical trends of greenhouse gas emis-
sions will result in additional global warming 
with current projections that the earth will 
warm between 2.5°F to 10.4°F by the year 
2100. Sea level rise induced by global warm-
ing will inundate coastal areas, change pre-
cipitation patterns, increase the risk of 
droughts and floods, threaten biodiversity and 
offer a host of potential challenges and set-
backs to public health. Additionally, sea level 
rise will force recreational beaches inland, ex-
acerbate coastal flooding, and quite possibly 
even contribute to the severity of natural dis-
asters such as hurricanes. 

Refuges in the Virgin Islands and Hawaii 
face massive coral bleaching as sea tempera-

tures continue to rise. Scientists predict a rise 
in sea level over the next century significant 
enough to drown refuges such as Chin-
coteague on the Virginia coast, Alligator River 
in North Carolina, Merritt Island in Florida and 
the Texas home of the whooping crane, Ar-
kansas National Wildlife Refuge. Anticipated 
changes in climate and rainfall could alter for-
est makeup and alpine habitats in Silvio O. 
Conte National Wildlife Refuge in the North-
east; interrupt seabird-nesting success in the 
Oregon Islands refuge; and dry the prairie pot-
holes in Devils Lake Wetland Management 
District, a crucial migratory stopover and nest-
ing ground for waterfowl. 

A conservation concept unparalleled, the 
National Wildlife Refuge System started by 
President Theodore Roosevelt offers a net-
work of places where the needs of wildlife 
must come first. Without them, many species 
simply would not survive. Yet, these important 
areas are increasingly threatened by forces 
outside refuge boundaries—global warming 
and sea level rise being among the most 
threatening. 

It is vitally important that we proactively ad-
dress the effects of global warming and sea- 
level rise as they continue to confront our Na-
tion’s coastal refuges. In this regard, the reso-
lution I introduce today, expresses the sense 
of the Congress that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service should incorporate consideration of 
the effects of global warming and sea-level 
rise into the comprehensive conservation plan 
for each coastal national wildlife refuge as re-
quired by the National Wildlife Refuge Im-
provement Act of 1997. 

By requiring Fish and Wildlife refuge man-
agers to incorporate consideration of the ef-
fects of global warming and sea-level rise, we 
will not only broaden our overall understanding 
of how our coastal and marine resources may 
be affected but also draw more conclusive 
data which may point to a specific timeframe 
in which these events are expected to occur. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this important resolution. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. STEPHANIE HERSETH SANDLIN 
OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Madam Speaker, 
due to airline delays, on November 5, 2007, I 
missed the vote on rollcall No. 1034 (the Mo-
tion to Close Portions of the Conference— 
H.R. 3222); rollcall No. 1035 (H.R. 513, to en-
hance the protection of credit ratings of active 
duty military personnel); and rollcall No. 1036 
(H.R. 744, recognizing the contributions of Na-
tive American veterans). Had I been present 
and voting, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on all 
three. 

f 

TRADE AND GLOBALIZATION 
ASSISTANCE ACT OF 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. AL GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, October 31, 2007 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
support H.R. 3920, The Trade and 

Globalization Assistance Act of 2007. H.R. 
3920 would expand the Trade Adjustment As-
sistance program, which assists workers who 
lose their jobs because of foreign trade. Trade 
Adjustment Assistance, TAA, was first estab-
lished in 1962, in recognition of the fact that 
some workers would lose their jobs as a direct 
result of our national trade policies. The pro-
gram is designed to assist these trade-dis-
located workers by providing them with the op-
portunity to train for new careers. Although the 
program currently includes about 80,000 cer-
tified workers enrolled in training, there are 
thousands of other trade-displaced workers 
who deserve but have been unable to obtain 
training through the TAA program. 

H.R. 3920 makes many long-sought im-
provements to TAA. The bill allows for indus-
try-wide certification in certain instances, a 
change that will eliminate the delays and in-
consistent results in the current firm-by-firm 
process. The bill also includes a number of 
changes that will simplify and improve the 
process by which eligible workers obtain train-
ing. 

We must continue to provide our strong 
support to workers who are faced with the un-
fortunate event of losing their employment. 
H.R. 3920 is an excellent bill that will provide 
much needed and overdue help to displaced 
and unemployed workers. These programs are 
essential to the viability and livelihood of thou-
sands of hard-working Americans. As a proud 
supporter of America’s workers, I understand 
the vital importance of ensuring the social wel-
fare of our labor force. I will continue to work 
with my colleagues to preserve their social 
and economic care. America’s workers de-
serve America’s support. 

f 

IN TRIBUTE TO THOMAS P. 
FRIERY AND HIS 29 YEARS OF 
SERVICE AS SACRAMENTO CITY 
TREASURER 

HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I rise in trib-
ute to Thomas P. Friery and his 29 years of 
service as the city of Sacramento’s treasurer. 
Under Mr. Friery’s nearly three decades of 
leadership and dedication, Sacramento has 
experienced great growth and prosperity. As 
his friends, family and coworkers gather to cel-
ebrate his farewell, I ask all my colleagues to 
join in honoring his leadership and many re-
markable accomplishments. 

Since becoming treasurer in 1978, Mr. 
Friery has worked under 10 mayors, and 72 
councilmembers. Upon taking over as treas-
urer, Mr. Friery inherited the responsibility of 
managing the Sacramento City Employee’s 
Retirement System and its unfunded liability of 
$60 million. The pension fund was expected to 
grow to a $170 million deficit, but under Treas-
urer Friery’s superior financial management 
the deficit was eliminated in 1991, and the 
system now has $450 million invested in it. In 
doing so, Thomas Friery helped re-establish 
Sacramento’s AA credit rating, allowing the 
city to borrow money at a lower cost. 

Mr. Friery’s innovative financial strategies 
have been vital to the prosperity of the city of 
Sacramento. City leaders and I have always 
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been confident of Mr. Friery’s financial man-
agement skills. In 29 years of service, Thomas 
has always been able to provide a capable so-
lution to the most pressing problems. Under 
his guidance, Sacramento became the first 
city pension fund in the State to invest in gold 
and silver. Those funds delivered 120 percent 
returns on the investment over a 2-year pe-
riod. Additionally, over the past 29 years, the 
city has issued 250 bond offerings, raising 
more than $4 billion for the city. In the 18 
years prior to Mr. Friery, the city had made 
only 10 bond issues worth a total of $70 mil-
lion. 

Mr. Friery also played a key role in the suc-
cessful transition of the former Sacramento 
Army Depot into a business and industrial 
center after the depot was closed. In 1996, 
Treasurer Friery along with Mayor Joe Serna, 
assembled a financing package that included 
a loan of $17 million to Packard Bell Elec-
tronics for improvements to the former Army 
depot, which included $9 million for moving 
and other expenses. In the end, the company 
moved to Sacramento and at its peak em-
ployed 5,000 employees. The plant has since 
closed, but the company repaid the loan back 
and over $400 million in salaries were paid to 
local reserves. That deal spurred future devel-
opment at the depot which has now grown to 
house over 60 companies and is far more di-
versified. 

In another bold move, Mr. Friery was vital in 
ensuring that Sacramento still remains the 
home for the Sacramento Kings. In 1997, 
when the Kings were exploring alternative cit-
ies and venues, he crafted a loan that enabled 
the team to continue building upon its legacy. 
It was also Mr. Friery who helped develop the 
financing that was crucial in ensuring light rail 
was developed in the region. This significant 
upgrade to Sacramento’s transit system has 
allowed for further city development and an in-
crease in property values throughout the re-
gion. 

Madam Speaker, I am honored to recognize 
the numerous contributions made by Sac-
ramento City treasurer Thomas Friery during 
his 29 years on the job. His devotion and love 
to our city of Sacramento is held in the highest 
regards. On behalf of the people of Sac-
ramento and the Fifth Congressional District of 
California, I ask all my colleagues to join me 
in thanking Mr. Friery for his public service as 
we wish him success in his future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING THE ANNIVERSARY OF 
TOMBALL, TEXAS 

HON. MICHAEL T. McCAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize one of the most ex-
traordinary towns in our country, Tomball, 
Texas and join them in celebrating their 100 
year anniversary. This community began in 
the early 1800’s as a farming community and 
has grown to be a town encompassing eco-
nomic growth and core American values which 
makes our nation a great place to live. 

Tomball is known for many things; it began 
as an agricultural community and has contin-
ued to grow expeditiously from day one. Origi-
nally this town was known as Peck, but at the 

turn of the century in 1907, the town was offi-
cially named Tomball in honor of Mr. Thomas 
Henry Ball; a Congressman, a lawyer, a proud 
father, and an honorable man. 

Tomball saw their first boom in 1906 when 
the railroad came to town. The first freight 
train and the first passenger rail rolled through 
town in 1907. Today visitors can step back in 
time and enjoy the newly refurbished train 
depot, in the heart of downtown Tomball, as 
trains move through town as they did a cen-
tury ago. 

Tomball was also known as ‘‘Oil Town 
U.S.A.’’ in the early 1930’s when oil was dis-
covered in a big Texas way with a ‘‘gusher.’’ 
The city was quick to realize the extraordinary 
asset before them and negotiated a deal with 
Humble Oil and Gas allowing the company 
drilling rights within the city in exchange for 
free oil and gas to Tomball residents for the 
next 50 years. 

Tomball has seen growth in all aspects of 
the community. Since the turn of the century, 
there has been the boom of the railroad, the 
great success of oil and gas, real estate 
growth, and road improvements all contrib-
uting to the strong economic base for this 
town. Tomball has always been a place with 
extraordinary schools, both public and private. 
The city possesses citizens with an eagerness 
to learn extending to higher education within 
the college system. Faith is important to this 
community and is the foundation that enables 
numerous churches to congregate within the 
area. 

Tomball is an amazing town within Harris 
County, Texas. It is the residents continued 
dedication to this town which makes it one of 
the friendliest places to live not only in Texas 
but in the United States. Although Tomball has 
endured many changes over the last century 
one thing remains the same, the people. The 
people of this community have always been 
the most thoughtful and caring individuals a 
town could ever ask for. As we celebrate the 
first 100 years of Tomball it is with great joy 
I say thank you for being a wonderful and 
compassionate community. I wish this city all 
the best in the next 100 years, as I know only 
good things will come from such an amazing 
place. Happy Birthday Tomball and congratu-
lations on reaching this remarkable milestone. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF NATIVE AMERICAN 
VETERANS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HEATHER WILSON 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, November 5, 2007 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, 
as the sponsor of H. Res. 744, I rise in strong 
support of this resolution and urge its pas-
sage. I want to thank Representative STEPH-
ANIE HERSETH SANDLIN who is an original co-
sponsor of this resolution and who is a strong 
advocate for our veterans. I also want to thank 
Chairman BOB FILNER, who cosponsored the 
resolution and Ranking Member STEVE BUYER 
for his commitment to all veterans. 

Earlier this year I met with some Native 
American veterans in my State. They ex-
pressed many concerns to me and were wor-
ried that all Native American Veterans had not 

been recognized for their service to their coun-
try. 

On October 15, 2007, Congresswoman 
HERSETH SANDLIN and I introduced H. Res. 
744, a resolution that recognizes the contribu-
tions of Native American veterans and calls 
upon the President of the United States to 
issue a proclamation urging the United States 
to observe a day in honor of Native American 
veterans. 

Native Americans were participants in the 
War of 1812, the Civil War and the Spanish- 
American War. During World War I, 12,000 
Native Americans served in the United States 
military and in World War II, more than 44,000 
Native Americans served their country in both 
the European and Pacific fronts of the war. 
Native Americans also fought in the Korean 
conflict and the Vietnam war. In Operation 
Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom, Native Americans have made significant 
contributions. 

Native American veterans should be recog-
nized for their service in uniform. This resolu-
tion gives all Native American veterans the 
formal recognition they deserve for their sac-
rifices and contributions. 

I have also introduced H.R. 4012, the Native 
American Language Assistance Act of 2007, a 
bill to assist VA hospitals and clinics that treat 
a large number of Native American patients. I 
urge my colleagues to cosponsor this legisla-
tion that will ensure that Native American vet-
erans have access, delivery and follow-up of 
services at the VA. 

The bill would require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to carry out a program to make 
competitive grants to any VA medical facility 
that treats a high number of Native American 
veterans. The grants, up to $100,000 each, 
would provide interpreters or other language 
resources to improve access to, delivery of, 
and follow-up for medical services provided by 
the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

I am concerned that Indian veterans are. not 
receiving adequate assistance and support for 
their care at our VA hospitals. This bill will pro-
vide help to those hospitals that treat high 
numbers of Indians. By providing our VA hos-
pitals with funding for language programs and 
outreach, we can better communicate to these 
veterans about what services and benefits are 
available to them and make sure they are get-
ting the care and support they need. 

Nationally, there are 195,871 Native Amer-
ican veterans. There are 11,929 Native Amer-
ican Veterans in New Mexico—3.1 percent of 
the entire American Indian veteran population. 

I am grateful to all who serve their Nation 
and we as a Congress have a responsibility to 
ensure they receive the best possible care. In 
this war on terrorism, the greatest burdens 
have fallen on the shoulders of a relatively 
small number of Americans who have volun-
teered to take great risks on our behalf. 
Events over the last few years have made a 
new generation of Americans realize just how 
precious our freedoms really are. We owe our 
freedom fighters—past, present, and future—a 
debt of gratitude for their selflessness and 
sacrifice. I will continue to fight to ensure that 
our veterans get the benefits they were prom-
ised, the health care they deserve, and the 
recognition that our Nation owes them. 

I support passage of this resolution. 
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TRIBUTE TO JAMES LEADER 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to James Leader, a dedi-
cated Foreign Service Officer who has done 
so much to promote and strengthen relations 
between the United States and the Republic of 
Sri Lanka. He has been an example of the 
best of our Foreign Service—passionate, 
knowledgeable, and effective. 

Jim served at the American Embassy in 
Colombo from 1970–72 and as a Desk Officer 
for Sri Lanka in the Department of State from 
1973–77. He maintained contact with many Sri 
Lankans and Americans interested in Sri 
Lankan affairs and recognized the need to 
form an organization to nurture and build on 
those relationships. To meet that need, in 
1994, Jim teamed up with Gil Shinbaum to 
launch the auspiciously-named Serendipity 
Group. 

The Serendipity Group is an organization of 
former American Ambassadors and officials 
who lived in Sri Lanka and retain a strong in-
terest in Sri Lankan affairs. My father, who 
served as an Ambassador to Sri Lanka be-
tween 1973–76, and my mother were part of 
this group, and I witnessed the commitment, 
shared by all its members, to building stronger 
ties between the United States and Sri Lanka. 

Jim and his wife, Carillon, invited Group 
members to their home for informal discus-
sions and activities. He recruited speakers to 
Serendipity Group forums and fostered con-
versation between Sri Lankan Ambassadors to 
the United States, U.S. Ambassadors to 
Colombo, scholars, writers, and others who 
shared his passion for Sri Lankan-American 
interests. 

In addition to his diplomatic efforts, Jim de-
serves recognition for his philanthropic work. 
In 2004, when Sri Lanka was devastated by 
the tsunami, he mobilized resources for a sig-
nificant relief donation. 

In all, James Leader’s initiative in founding 
the Serendipity Group, and his inspired leader-
ship, have made an important contribution to 
the relationship between the United States 
and the Republic of Sri Lanka. As he steps 
down as leader of the Group, I congratulate 
him on his years of service, both in public and 
private life, and wish him all the best in his fu-
ture endeavors. 

f 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS 
MONTH 

HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Madam Speaker, 
domestic violence is a widespread tragedy 
that indiscriminately affects families of all 
races and classes. It is a serious crime that 
has no social barriers. 

Thanks to the leadership of the women in 
Congress, this body has made great strides in 
addressing many issues surrounding domestic 
violence. 

For example, The Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994, helped dispel the myth that living 

with domestic violence was a lifestyle choice 
of the victim. This landmark legislation directly 
impacted federal and state laws which today 
recognize domestic violence as a crime for 
which the abuser, not the victim, is respon-
sible. 

Unfortunately, much more still needs to be 
done to help victims become survivors. 

For example, studies estimate that in the 
United States close to one-third of women will 
be physically or sexually abused by a husband 
or boyfriend in their lifetime. 

Credible research has also found that the 
inability to financially support themselves and 
their children is a critical factor contributing to 
one staying in an abusive relationship. 

Without the ability to be self-sufficient, many 
survivors are left with the terrifying choice of 
staying with their abuser or being unable to 
provide for themselves and their children. 

While many states, including my home state 
of California, have taken action to help sur-
vivors retain their financial independence, the 
job protections offered by state laws vary dra-
matically. 

For example, in 21 states when a survivor 
is forced to quit a job due to the abuse, she 
or he is not eligible for unemployment bene-
fits. 

And only nine states protect a survivor’s job 
if they are attacked by a partner or spouse 
and need time off to find a safe place to live. 

These discrepancies in state laws often de-
termine whether a person will continue to be 
a victim of abuse or a survivor. 

On October 31, I, together with Representa-
tive POE from Texas, introduced three bills to 
help victims of domestic violence become sur-
vivors regardless of where in the country they 
live. 

Our bills address three key economic fac-
tors that prevent many survivors from leaving 
an abusive relationship by providing victims of 
abuse with the employment protections and 
the increased economic stability they need to 
leave an abuser. 

The three bills are: The Job Protection for 
Survivors Act, the Insurance Non-Discrimina-
tion for Survivors Act, and the Unemployment 
Insurance for Survivors Act. 

The Job Protection for Survivors Act will 
allow survivors of domestic violence, without 
the fear of losing their jobs, to take limited 
leave from work to make necessary court ap-
pearances, and get help with safety planning. 
Employees will also have job protection if they 
ask for reasonable safety modifications in the 
workplace. 

The Insurance Non-Discrimination Act for 
Survivors will prohibit employers or insurance 
providers from basing hiring or coverage deci-
sions on an individual’s history of abuse. This 
will help address the fear many have of seek-
ing help because they know companies may 
use documents such as police records to drop 
or reject their insurance coverage. 

The third bill, the Unemployment Insurance 
for Survivors Act, guarantees that survivors 
are eligible for unemployment benefits. Cur-
rent Federal law remains inadequate in ensur-
ing survivors have the resources they need 
while seeking new employment and a safe 
place to live. 

Madam Speaker, for many this package of 
bills can literally make the difference between 
life and death. 

I want to thank the many dedicated advo-
cates who labor every day to end domestic vi-

olence for their support of these bills. I have 
worked closely with them for many years, and 
their input and expertise has been invaluable 
in crafting these measures. 

I also thank Representative POE for his co- 
sponsorship and I look forward to working with 
him to pass these bills. 

Madam Speaker, violence in America’s fam-
ilies has a devastating effect not only on the 
target of the abuse but on the family unit. It is 
especially damaging to the children who suffer 
emotionally or are themselves the target of 
physical abuse. 

I urge my colleagues to join me and Con-
gressman POE and co-sponsor the Job Pro-
tection for Survivors Act, the Insurance Non- 
Discrimination for Survivors Act, and the Un-
employment Insurance for Survivors Act to 
empower survivors against the violence in 
their lives. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, on 
November 5, I was detained in my district due 
to travel delays, and missed the votes on pas-
sage of the Motion to Close Portions of the 
Conference to H.R. 3222, the FY08 Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Conference; 
H.R. 513, the National Heroes Credit Protec-
tion Act; and H. Res. 744, recognizing the 
contributions of Native American veterans and 
calling upon the President to issue a procla-
mation urging the people of the United States 
to observe a day in honor of Native American 
veterans. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on passage of all three bills. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO PAULA 
FRANCIS 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Paula Francis who has served Las 
Vegas as a Senior Television Anchor for over 
25 years. 

Ms. Paula Francis graduated from the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin at Madison and in 1985 
moved to Las Vegas as the evening news an-
chor at KTNV-TV. In 1990 she joined KLAS- 
TV as the evening news anchor alongside 
friend and colleague Gary Waddell. 

In addition to her professional career, Ms. 
Francis has continually given back to the com-
munity. She serves on the board of the Shade 
Tree Shelter for Homeless Women and Chil-
dren, the Community Advisory Board for the 
Assistance League, and the Southern Nevada 
Chapter of International Women’s Forum. She 
also contributes her time by reading to stu-
dents during Nevada Reading Week. She also 
speaks to individuals and organizations about 
health issues including her campaign to edu-
cate women about breast cancer awareness 
called ‘‘Buddy Check 8’’. 

Ms. Francis has received numerous awards 
for her time spent in Southern Nevada. She 
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was chosen as ‘‘Best TV Anchor in Las 
Vegas’’ by the readers of the Las Vegas Re-
view-Journal six different times, and along with 
Gary Waddell, received the Best Anchor Team 
Award in the Women in Communications Elec-
tronic Media Awards. She also was inducted 
into the KLAS-TV Hall of Fame in July 2000. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Paula 
Francis. Her contributions to KLAS-TV and to 
Southern Nevada are admirable. I applaud her 
commitment to Southern Nevada and I thank 
her for her time and support to our community. 

f 

IN HONOR OF VETERANS DAY 2007 

HON. DAVID SCOTT 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in honor of the veterans who have served 
so bravely in defense of our freedoms to say 
thank you for your service. November 11, 
1918 marked the day major hostilities during 
World War I ended, and was subsequently 
adopted as Veterans Day in the United States. 
This day now gives us an opportunity to reflect 
on the many sacrifices made by the Armed 
Forces throughout our history. As members of 
Congress continue to address the needs of to-
day’s soldiers and veterans, I share these 
thoughts in honor of those who have fought 
and died for our country. 

Earlier this year, I made my third trip to the 
Landstuhl Regional Medical Center in Ger-
many where I met with our brave service 
members who were injured while serving in 
Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation 
Iraqi Freedom. Repeatedly, I see the severity 
of these injuries and I know that properly car-
ing for our returning soldiers demands far 
more funding than what has been allocated by 
previous Congresses. Since the beginning of 
our military engagements in the Middle East, 
health care for returning service members and 
veterans has been wholly unsatisfactory. 

Under the strong leadership of Democrats, 
we have begun the process of providing the 
necessary funding to adequately address the 
needs of our soldiers and veterans. In May, 
Congress provided $5 billion for the health 
care needs of soldiers returning from the Mid-
dle East, including $1.8 billion for veterans en-
rolled in VA health care programs. This fund-
ing will ensure the Department of Defense and 
Veterans Administration both have the re-
sources to provide timely and efficient case 
management services, especially for the 
young men and women who served in oper-
ations in Afghanistan and Iraq. In March, I 
supported legislation limiting the number of 
cases assigned to a physical evaluation offi-
cer, in order to ensure the utmost attention to 
soldiers’ needs. This proposal would also en-
courage accountability by establishing a toll- 
free number for families to report deficiencies 
in military medical facilities. 

As nearly one in three soldiers admitted to 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center presents 
with traumatic brain injuries (TBI), we will con-
tinue to target investments to respond to these 
most debilitating injuries. I am pleased Con-
gress provided $900 million specifically for TBI 
treatment and services to soldiers. Addition-
ally, this year the Senate has proposed $10 
million for the TBI Program, to improve serv-

ices for soldiers’ families. I also supported leg-
islation that would establish four VA facilities 
solely dedicated to rehabilitating and tracking 
the progress of soldiers with TBI. In honor of 
the brave men and women who suffer these 
injuries, I will continue to advocate for in-
creased funding throughout the appropriations 
process for fiscal year 2008. 

Congress must also continue to take a hard 
look at the current rating systems for disabled 
veterans, which many have described as dis-
parate, unfair and outdated. Earlier this year, 
Lt. General James Terry Scott, chair of the 
Veterans Disability Benefits Commission 
(VDBC), expressed concern that the status 
quo is not meeting the needs of veterans and 
returning soldiers. The VDBC, and the Dole- 
Shalala Commission formed by President 
Bush this year in response to the deplorable 
conditions at the Walter Reed Annex, both 
agree that the dual-disability rating system 
through the Veterans Administration and the 
Department of Defense needs a permanent 
fix. With the commissions’ detailed rec-
ommendations in mind, I will work diligently to 
ensure a system that equitably compensates 
soldiers with service-connected disabilities, 
while reducing the red tape that so often com-
promises the ability for veterans to receive 
care. 

As a representative to the United States 
Congress for nearly six years now, I have 
worked tirelessly to represent the interests of 
the active duty and retired military who call the 
13th District home. On this Veterans Day, let 
us remember our family, friends and neighbors 
who have proudly worn the uniform. We are 
forever grateful for their service and we will 
continue to work persistently to ensure our na-
tion’s veterans will want for nothing. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GUNNERY SERGEANT 
ANGEL BARCENAS, U.S. MARINE 
CORPS 

HON. PETE SESSIONS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, the poem 
below was written by poet and Capitol guide 
Albert Carey Caswell in honor of Gunnery Ser-
geant Angel Barcenas from Paramount, Cali-
fornia. Gunnery Sgt. Barcenas admirably 
served our great nation on Marine One during 
the Clinton and Bush Administrations. In July 
2006, he was wounded by an improvised ex-
plosive device in Iraq and had both of his legs 
amputated below the knee. He started walking 
again 3 months after his attack, crediting the 
professionals at Walter Reed for his quick re-
covery. In May 2007, fighting all odds, he led 
a two-mile motivational run through lower 
Manhattan with the Marine Corps, and New 
York firefighters and police. Gunnery Sgt. 
Barcenas is an American hero whose unwav-
ering sense of duty and dedication should be 
an example for all Americans. I proudly submit 
the following into the RECORD. 

MARINE ONE 

Marine One, 
America’s Son, . . . A Most Heroic One! 
Who so bravely marched off to war, . . . to 

do what had to be done! 
Terminating Evil . . . as have all of our fine 

heroes, long as time begun! 

Lock and Load, 
A True American Hero, Who So Lives By A 

Code . . . 
A Marine’s, Marine . . . a presence, a force 

upon the scene . . . who’ll make hearts 
explode . . . 

So Very Bold! 

From That Great Golden State, 
As A Hero’s Hero . . . our Lord God, would so 

create! 
Strength In Honor, In awe at what we saw 

. . . as we so watch you rebuild, with 
but your new gait! 

I’ve got a life to live, for this Angel . . . 
Heaven can wait! 

Serving, Two Presidents . . . 
Aboard Marine One, as has been your most 

honored residence . . . 
Bringing home a Hero, who gave his fine legs 

. . . as you too would live that same 
page . . . 

And still your courage weights, and has been 
getting greater by the day! 

Building, from where none lies left . . . 
Rising up from the ashes, for no one will 

take your dreams . . . for you are, 
America’s Best! 

As into a future, this our world . . . as an 
Earth Angel, you shall bless . . . 

On the ready, my fine son . . . you never 
rest! 

As An Angel, here on earth . . . until, on the 
scene as an Angel in The Angel of Our 
Lord you burst! 

Teaching us all, about your fine character 
and courage first . . . and of a human 
being’s true fine worth! 

Our True Fine Sum, Thy Kingdom Will Come 
. . . Someday, when you leave this 
earth. 

Someday, you shall shine . . . in our Lord’s 
Sun! 

Until then! Standing Guard, Standing 
Strong, Standing Hard . . . for That’s 
Who You Are! 

That’s What You Do . . . So Tried And True 
. . . As Angel, Your Heart Takes Your 
Far! 

Walking like Travolta, no walks like you! 
Running fast and far . . . A Force, A 
Shining Star 

On the road of life, where it all begins and 
ends . . . 

Is the Greatest of all forces, which so burns 
bright until times end . . . is but, The 
Heart Which sends . . . 

As Angel, yours so emanates . . . from deep 
down within, your soul is one of great-
ness . . . my fine friend! 

For you are my Son, A Marine’s Marine . . . 
You Are . . . Marine One! 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO MARY-ELLEN 
MCMULLEN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Mrs. Mary-Ellen McMullen who has 
been bestowed the honor of Nevada Alumni 
Association Alumna of the Year from the Uni-
versity of Nevada, Reno. 

Mrs. McMullen has a history as a longtime 
Nevadan, moving to Reno at the age of 13 
with her family. She was immediately exposed 
to the University of Nevada as her father 
began his tenure as the dean of the College 
of Education. 

Mary-Ellen was a student in the College of 
Education majoring in English with a minor in 
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Journalism. Mrs. McMullen became a model 
student of student life and involved herself in 
many activities in order to improve the cam-
pus. During her time at UNR, she was active 
in Student Government and was elected to the 
Student Senate and then the Activities Board. 
She met her husband, Sam McMullen during 
her time on the Senate and Activities Board, 
while he was serving as Student Body Vice 
President. Upon graduation the young couple 
decided to head to our nation’s capitol, where 
Mary-Ellen worked for Senator Howard Can-
non and Senator Alan Bible. She worked with 
the Senators while attending George Wash-
ington University to earn a Master’s Degree in 
Women’s Studies. 

Mary-Ellen was ecstatic to return to the Uni-
versity of Nevada, Reno upon her graduation 
from Georgetown, to teach alongside Dr. Ann 
Howard. She has served the university in 
many diverse facets including acting Assistant 
Dean of Students, Special School Recruitment 
Coordinator, and Director of Annual Giving for 
the University of Nevada, Reno Foundation 
and Publications/Public Relations Coordinator 
for the Nevada System of Higher Education. 
As a volunteer for the university, her activities 
have included the Alumni Council, where she 
held the position of first vice president, as well 
as chairperson of several committees. Today, 
she continues to serve in her second six-year 
term as a Trustee of the University of Nevada, 
Reno Foundation. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Mrs. 
Mary-Ellen McMullen and acknowledge her 
award as the Nevada Alumni Association 
Alumna of the Year. Her self-dedication to the 
university and commitment in bringing quality 
education to the people of Nevada should be 
applauded by all. I would like to congratulate 
her for her award and look forward in seeing 
her future accomplishments. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BENJAMIN OAS 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Benjamin Oas, a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 9, and by earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Ben has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
years Ben has been involved in Scouting, he 
has earned 26 merit badges and held numer-
ous leadership positions, serving as Patrol 
Leader, Chaplain’s Aide, and Quartermaster. 
Ben is also a Warrior in the Tribe of Mic-O- 
Say. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Ben con-
structed a permanent cabinet to be used for 
storing valuables for the Community Clothes 
Closet in Warrensburg, MO. Ben has also 
earned the Ad Altare Dei special award. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Benjamin Oas for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

HOUSTON POLICE OFFICERS PAT-
TON AND RAMIREZ RECEIVE THE 
DISTINGUISHED SERVICE AWARD 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, being a police 
officer means dedicating your life to defending 
and protecting the local community. Great 
deeds are regularly performed by these brave 
individuals, who mean the difference between 
the law and lawlessness. Despite this fact, our 
lawmen and women rarely ask for any com-
mendation in return for their valor. At the an-
nual Greenspoint-North Houston Chamber of 
Commerce Law Enforcement Awards, how-
ever, some of only the many police officers 
were applauded. 

Recipients of the Distinguished Service 
award, Officers Genarrow Patton, and Rogolio 
Ramirez represent the true compassion of 
those who choose to ‘‘protect and serve’’. Per-
haps the most significant evidence towards 
these lawmen’s empathy is not found in highly 
publicized ‘‘old western’’ circumstances, but in 
situations where, without hesitation, an inno-
cent life is saved. 

When confronted at the Greenspoint Store-
front by a frantic couple with an unconscious 
baby, on the night of February 12, 2007, the 
officers coordinated response is an example of 
true heroism. A real life nightmare for the dis-
tressed parents; their baby’s complexion was 
purple resulting from its inability to breathe. 

Without hesitation, Officer Ramirez imme-
diately began administering CPR to the tiny in-
nocent infant, while Officer Patton called for 
an ambulance. Because of these selfless indi-
viduals, the baby soon began breathing again. 
Although actions performed in the Greenspoint 
store front may not have involved detective 
work, stake outs, or the use of force, to this 
young child’s parents Officers Ramirez and 
Patton represent true heroes. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO SCOTT FAGAN 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Scott Fagan, a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 9, and by earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Scott has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
years Scott has been involved in Scouting, he 
has earned 24 merit badges and held numer-
ous leadership positions, serving as Quarter-
master, Librarian, Patrol Leader, and Histo-
rian. Scott is also a Firebuilder in the Tribe of 
Mic-O-Say. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Scott renovated 
the back area of an office building at Elmwood 
Cemetery in Kansas City, MO that can be 
used for meetings and socials for the Elm-
wood Cemetery Society. Scott has also 
earned the Mile Swim special award. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Scott Fagan for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

2007: DEADLIEST YEAR FOR U.S. 
TROOPS IN IRAQ 

HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to pay tribute to the 852 men and women of 
the Armed Forces who have sacrificed their 
lives in Iraq this year. Tragically, this brings 
the total number of American troops killed in 
Iraq to 3,855. 

The sobering news that 2007 has been the 
deadliest for U.S. soldiers in Iraq so far is an-
other reminder of the grave human costs of 
the President’s misguided war strategy. The 
President’s promises that his surge would re-
duce violence ring hollow, despite the increase 
in number of troops and the hard work of our 
men and women on the ground who are fight-
ing in the midst of a civil war. Every month in 
2007 has seen more U.S. casualties than the 
same month in 2006. And with two months left 
before the New Year, U.S. casualties may far 
exceed previous years. 

This grim milestone shared the headlines 
with another important headline this morning: 
According to an ABC News poll, fifty-nine per-
cent of Americans do not think the United 
States is making significant progress restoring 
civil order in Iraq. A record six in ten want the 
level of U.S. forces in Iraq reduced. 

Congress must listen to the American peo-
ple, who want the war in Iraq brought to an 
end. I strongly urge all of my colleagues to 
vote against any additional funding for this war 
until it is tied to a firm date for the withdrawal 
of U.S. troops. 

As we continue to debate the best way out 
of the war in Iraq, I hope that we remember 
the sacrifices Americans have made in blood 
and treasure. We must not let this war, and 
the tragic loss of life, continue. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MLADEN KOJIC 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Mladen Kojic, a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 9, and by earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Mladen has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
years Mladen has been involved in Scouting, 
he has earned 34 merit badges and held nu-
merous leadership positions, serving as As-
sistant Senior Patrol Leader, Librarian, Assist-
ant Patrol Leader, Chaplain’s Aide and Quar-
termaster. Mladen is also a Firebuilder in the 
Tribe of Mic-O-Say. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Mladen poured 
a concrete slab sidewalk and landing area in 
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front of the Methodist church’s new elevator 
entrance in North Kansas City, MO. Mladen 
has also earned several special awards, in-
cluding the 50 Mile Award and World Con-
servation Badge. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Mladen Kojic for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DONALD A. MANZULLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. MANZULLO. Madam Speaker, on Mon-
day, November 5, 2007, I was unable to return 
to Washington in time to vote because of un-
expected flight delays at Chicago O’Hare 

International Airport. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 1034, 
dealing with closing portions of the Fiscal Year 
2008 Defense Department appropriations con-
ference, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 1035, dealing 
with the National Heroes Credit Protection Act, 
and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 1036, dealing with 
recognizing and honoring the contributions of 
Native American veterans. 

f 

SIMPLIFY VEHICLE DONATIONS 
FOR CHARITIES 

HON. BOB FILNER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce legislation intended to simplify the 
charitable giving rules for automobile dona-
tions, H.R. 4090. 

As you know, in 2004, Congress enacted 
legislation that imposed new reporting require-
ments on individuals and charities for auto-
mobile donations. This legislation has had the 
unintended consequence of reducing the num-
ber of automobiles donated to charities in my 
district. The corresponding loss in revenue 
and reduction in services offered by these 
charities has hurt the San Diego region. 

To correct this situation, my bill will exempt 
certain charities from the reporting require-
ments of the 2004 law. My bill is targeted only 
to those charities that operate ‘‘in-house’’ vehi-
cle donation programs and that retain at least 
80 percent of the proceeds from their vehicle 
donation programs. 

I invite my colleagues to join me as cospon-
sors of this legislation to simplify the vehicle 
donation process for charitable organizations 
across the United States. 
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Tuesday, November 6, 2007 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

The House voted to override the President’s veto of H.R. 1495, Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007. 

The House agreed to the conference report to accompany H.R. 3043, De-
partments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S13939–S14024 
Measures Introduced: Six bills and four resolutions 
were introduced, as follows: S. 2309–2314, and S. 
Res. 367–370.                                                            Page S13989 

Measures Reported: 
S. 2113, to implement the United States-Peru 

Trade Promotion Agreement.                            Page S13989 

Measures Passed: 
Drive Safer Sunday: Senate agreed to S. Res. 

369, designating November 25, 2007, as ‘‘Drive 
Safer Sunday’’.                                                            Page S14024 

Veterans Day Support: Senate agreed to S. Res. 
370, supporting and encouraging greater support for 
Veterans Day each year.                                        Page S14024 

Measures Considered: 
Farm Bill Extension Act: Senate continued consid-
eration of H.R. 2419, to provide for the continu-
ation of agricultural programs through fiscal year 
2012, taking action on the following amendments 
proposed thereto:                                              Pages S13947–81 

Pending: 
Harkin Amendment No. 3500, in the nature of a 

substitute.                                                                    Page S13947 

Reid (for Dorgan/Grassley) Amendment No. 3508 
(to Amendment No. 3500), to strengthen payment 
limitations and direct the savings to increased fund-
ing for certain programs.                                      Page S13947 

Reid Amendment No. 3509 (to Amendment No. 
3508), to change the enactment date.   Pages S13947–48 

Reid Amendment No. 3510 (to the language pro-
posed to be stricken by Amendment No. 3500), to 
change the enactment date.                                 Page S13948 

Reid Amendment No. 3511 (to Amendment No. 
3510), to change the enactment date.           Page S13948 

Motion to commit the bill to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, with instruc-
tions to report back forthwith, with Reid Amend-
ment No. 3512.                                                        Page S13948 

Reid Amendment No. 3512 (to the instructions of 
the motion to commit to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry, with instructions), 
to change the enactment date.                           Page S13948 

Reid Amendment No. 3513 (to the instructions of 
the motion to recommit), to change the enactment 
date.                                                                                Page S13948 

Reid Amendment No. 3514 (to Amendment No. 
3513), to change the enactment date.           Page S13948 

Labor/HHS/Education Appropriations Act Con-
ference Report—Agreement: A unanimous-consent 
agreement was reached providing that at 12:15 p.m., 
on Wednesday, November 7, 2007, Senate begin 
consideration of the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 3043, making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and 
Education, and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, if it has been received 
from the House of Representatives; that there be one 
hour for debate equally divided between Senators 
Harkin, Reed, Specter, and Hutchison and two hours 
for debate under the control of the two Leaders, or 
their designees; provided further, that following the 
use or yielding back of time, Senator Hutchison be 
recognized to make a Rule 28 scope point of order, 
that Senator Harkin then be recognized to move to 
waive Rule 28 and Senate debate the motion as 
under the provisions of Rule 28; that if the point of 
order is sustained, Senator Coburn be recognized to 
move to suspend the rules, provided the motion had 
been timely filed, that there then be 30 minutes of 
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debate equally divided in the usual form, and that 
at the conclusion or yielding back of time, Senate 
vote on Senator Coburn’s motion to suspend the 
rules; provided further, that if the motion to suspend 
is adopted, Senator Coburn’s amendment be agreed 
to and Senate proceed to concur with the further 
amendment as under the rule, that if Senator 
Coburn’s motion fails Senate vote immediately on 
the motion to recede and concur with the further 
amendment as under the rule; provided further, that 
if the motion to waive is successful, Senate vote on 
Thursday, November 8, 2007, on the motion to in-
voke cloture on the conference report as if it had 
been filed on Tuesday, November 6, 2007. 
                                                                                  Pages S13981–82 

Escort Committee—Agreement: A unanimous- 
consent agreement was reached providing that the 
President pro tempore of the Senate be authorized to 
appoint a committee on the part of the Senate to 
join with a like committee on the part of the House 
of Representatives to escort His Excellency Nicolas 
Sarkozy, President of France, into the House Cham-
ber for a joint meeting at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, 
November 7, 2007.                                         Pages S14023–24 

Nomination Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nomination: 

Patrick Francis Kennedy, of Illinois, to be an 
Under Secretary of State (Management).      Page S14024 

Messages from the House:                       Pages S13988–89 

Measures Referred:                                               Page S13989 

Measures Placed on the Calendar:             Page S13989 

Executive Reports of Committees:             Page S13989 

Additional Cosponsors:                             Pages S13989–91 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                         Pages S13991–S14001 

Additional Statements:                              Pages S13987–88 

Amendments Submitted:                         Pages S14001–22 

Notices of Intent:                                                  Page S14023 

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                      Page S14023 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:       Page S14023 

Privileges of the Floor:                                      Page S14023 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 8:57 p.m., until 10:30 a.m. on Wednes-
day, November 7, 2007. (For Senate’s program, see 
the remarks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record 
on page S14024.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

DOMESTIC ENERGY INDUSTRY 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Committee 
concluded a hearing to examine the efficacy of the 
domestic energy industry, focusing on its available 
workforce to meet our Nation’s growing energy 
needs, after receiving testimony from Emily S. 
DeRocco, Assistant Secretary, Employment and 
Training Administration, Department of Labor; Pa-
tricia A. Hoffman, Deputy Director of Research and 
Development, and Acting Chief Operating Officer, 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability, 
and Ray Stults, Associate Director for Energy 
Sciences, National Renewable Energy Laboratory, 
both of the Department of Energy; Andra Cornelius, 
Workforce Florida, Inc., Tallahassee; Norm 
Szydlowski, Colonial Pipeline Company, Alpharetta, 
Georgia; James L. Hunter, International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers Utility Department, and Carol 
L. Berrigan, Nuclear Energy Institute, both of 
Washington, DC; and W. Paul Bowers, Southern 
Company Generation, Atlanta, Georgia. 

PENSIONS 
Committee on Finance: Subcommittee on Social Secu-
rity, Pensions and Family Policy concluded a hearing 
to examine the Government Pension Offset (GPO), 
and the Windfall Elimination Provision (WEP), fo-
cusing on policies affecting pensions from employ-
ment not covered by Social Security, after receiving 
testimony from Senator Collins; Barbara D. 
Bovbjerg, Director, Education, Workforce, and In-
come Security, Government Accountability Office; 
Priya S. Mathur, California Public Employees’ Re-
tirement System (CalPERS), Sacramento, on behalf of 
the American Federation of State, County and Mu-
nicipal Employees; Lawrence H. Thompson, Urban 
Institute, Washington, DC; and Margaret Kane, 
Medford, Massachusetts. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the nomination of Michael B. 
Mukasey, of New York, to be Attorney General. 

VA MEDICAL FACILITIES 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Committee concluded 
an oversight hearing to examine the hiring practices 
and quality control in Department of Veterans Af-
fairs (VA) medical facilities, after receiving testi-
mony from Gerald Cross, Principal Deputy Under 
Secretary for Health, Peter Almenoff, Director, VA 
Heartland Network, VISN 15, George O. Maish, Jr., 
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Chief of Surgery, Lebanon, Pennsylvania, VA Med-
ical Center, and Kathryn Enchelmayer, Director of 
Quality Standards, Office of Quality Performance, 
Veterans’ Health Administration, all of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs; Randall B. Williamson, 
Acting Director, Health Care, Government Account-
ability Office; Tammy Duckworth, Illinois Depart-

ment of Veterans’ Affairs, Springfield; and Steve 
McCarty, Bedford, Texas. 

INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held closed 
hearings on intelligence matters, receiving testimony 
from officials of the intelligence community. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 19 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 4082–4100; 1 private bill, H.R. 
4101; and 8 resolutions, H. Con. Res. 246–248; and 
H. Res. 799–800, 803–805 were introduced. 
                                                                                  Pages H13203–04 

Additional Cosponsors:                             Pages H13204–06 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 1119, to amend title 36, United States 

Code, to revise the congressional charter of the Mili-
tary Order of the Purple Heart of the United States 
of America, Incorporated, to authorize associate 
membership in the corporation for the spouse of a 
recipient of the Purple Heart medal, with amend-
ments (H. Rept. 110–428); 

H.R. 2884, to assist members of the Armed 
Forces in obtaining United States citizenship, with 
an amendment (H. Rept. 110–429); 

H.R. 3887, to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011 for the Trafficking Victims 
Protection Act of 2000 and to enhance measures to 
combat forced labor, with amendments (H. Rept. 
110–430, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 3996, to amend the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 to extend certain expiring provisions, with 
an amendment (H. Rept. 110–431); 

H. Res. 801, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 3688) to implement the United States- 
Peru Trade Production Agreement (H. Rept. 
110–432); 

H. Res. 802, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 3355) to ensure the availability and af-
fordability of homeowners’ insurance coverage for 
catastrophic events (H. Rept. 110–433); and 

Conference report on H.R. 3222, making appro-
priations for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008 (H. Rept. 
110–434).                                                             Pages H13202–03 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein she 
appointed Representative Cohen to act as Speaker 
Pro Tempore for today.                                         Page H12741 

Recess: The House recessed at 9:06 a.m. and recon-
vened at 10:00 a.m.                                                Page H12742 

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

Expressing the sense of Congress that Congress 
and the President should increase basic pay for 
members of the Armed Forces: H. Con. Res. 162, 
amended, to express the sense of Congress that Con-
gress and the President should increase basic pay for 
members of the Armed Forces, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay 
vote of 409 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 
1041;                                                 Pages H12750–52, H12798–99 

Heroes Earnings Assistance and Relief Tax Act 
of 2007: H.R. 3997, amended, to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide earnings assist-
ance and tax relief to members of the uniformed 
services, volunteer firefighters, and Peace Corps vol-
unteers, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote of 410 yeas with 
none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 1042; 
                                                                  Pages H12752–64, H12799 

Expressing the support and sympathy of the 
House of Representatives and the people of the 
United States for the victims of the tragic fire that 
occurred in Ocean Isle Beach, North Carolina, on 
October 28, 2007: H. Res. 787, to express the sup-
port and sympathy of the House of Representatives 
and the people of the United States for the victims 
of the tragic fire that occurred in Ocean Isle Beach, 
North Carolina, on October 28, 2007; 
                                                                                  Pages H12764–66 

Expressing the support and sympathy of the 
House of Representatives and the people of the 
United States for the victims of the devastating 
flooding that occurred across many parts of Ohio in 
August 2007 and commending the communities, 
volunteer organizations, churches and emergency 
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response agencies for their continuing work to re-
store the affected areas across the state: H. Res. 
728, to express the support and sympathy of the 
House of Representatives and the people of the 
United States for the victims of the devastating 
flooding that occurred across many parts of Ohio in 
August 2007 and to commend the communities, 
volunteer organizations, churches and emergency re-
sponse agencies for their continuing work to restore 
the affected areas across the state;            Pages H12766–67 

Expressing the sense of the House with respect 
to the Boston Red Sox victory in the 2007 Major 
League Baseball World Series: H. Res. 782, to ex-
press the sense of the House with respect to the Bos-
ton Red Sox victory in the 2007 Major League Base-
ball World Series;                                            Pages H12767–70 

Purple Heart Family Equity Act of 2007: H.R. 
1119, amended, to amend title 36, United States 
Code, to revise the congressional charter of the Mili-
tary Order of the Purple Heart of the United States 
of America, Incorporated, to authorize associate 
membership in the corporation for the spouse of a 
recipient of the Purple Heart medal;     Pages H12770–71 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To 
amend title 36, United States Code, to revise the 
congressional charter of the Military Order of the 
Purple Heart of the United States of America, Incor-
porated, to authorize associate membership in the 
corporation for the spouse and siblings of a recipient 
of the Purple Heart medal.’’.                             Page H12771 

Kendell Frederick Citizenship Assistance Act: 
H.R. 2884, amended, to assist members of the 
Armed Forces in obtaining United States citizenship; 
                                                                                  Pages H12771–73 

Small Business Programs Act of 2007: H.R. 
3866, amended, to reauthorize certain programs 
under the Small Business Act for each of fiscal years 
2008 and 2009;                                                Pages H12773–76 

Kids in Disasters Well-being, Safety, and 
Health Act of 2007: H.R. 3495, amended, to estab-
lish a National Commission on Children and Disas-
ters and a National Resource Center on Children and 
Disasters, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote of 402 yeas to 
8 nays, Roll No. 1043; and 
                                                   Pages H12778–82, H12799–H12800 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To es-
tablish a National Commission on Children and Dis-
asters, and for other purposes.’’.                       Page H12800 

Extending the existing provisions regarding the 
eligibility for essential air service subsidies 
through fiscal year 2008: S. 2265, amended, to ex-
tend the existing provisions regarding the eligibility 
for essential air service subsidies through fiscal year 
2008.                                                                      Pages H12782–83 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To ex-
tend the existing provisions regarding the eligibility 
for essential air service subsidies through fiscal year 
2008, and for other purposes.’’.                        Page H12783 

Privileged Resolution—Intent to Offer: Rep-
resentative Kucinich announced his intention to offer 
a privileged resolution.                                  Pages H12776–78 

Privileged Resolution: The House rejected the mo-
tion to table H. Res. 799, relating to a question of 
the privileges of the House, by a yea-and-nay vote 
of 162 yeas to 251 nays, Roll No. 1037. 
                                                                                  Pages H12783–86 

Motion to Refer: Agreed to refer H. Res. 799 to 
the Committee on the Judiciary by a recorded vote 
of 218 ayes to 194 noes, Roll No. 1039, after agree-
ing to order the previous question by a recorded vote 
of 218 ayes to 194 noes, No. 1038.       Pages H12786–88 

Water Resources Development Act of 2007— 
Presidential Veto: The House voted to override the 
President’s veto of H.R. 1495, to provide for the 
conservation and development of water and related 
resources and to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to construct various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United States, by a yea- 
and-nay vote of 361 yeas to 54 nays, Roll No. 1040 
(two-thirds of those present voting to override). 
                                                                                  Pages H12788–98 

Improving Head Start Act of 2007—Motion to 
go to Conference: The House disagreed to the Sen-
ate amendment and agreed to a conference on H.R. 
1429, to reauthorize the Head Start Act, to improve 
program quality, and to expand access. 
                                                                                  Pages H12800–02 

Agreed to the Castle motion to instruct conferees 
by a yea-and-nay vote of 400 yeas with none voting 
‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 1045.                                           Page H12805 

Appointed as conferees: Representatives George 
Miller (CA), Kildee, Woolsey, Davis (IL), Grijalva, 
Linda T. Sánchez (CA), Sarbanes, Sestak, Loebsack, 
Hirono, Shea-Porter, McKeon, Castle, Fortuño, 
Bishop (UT), Keller (FL), Wilson (SC), Boustany, 
and Heller (NV).                                                      Page H12814 

Question of Consideration: The House agreed to 
consider H. Res. 794, providing for consideration of 
the conference report to accompany the bill (H.R. 
3043) making appropriations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, by a yea-and-nay vote of 203 yeas 
to 178 nays, Roll No. 1044.                      Pages H12802–05 

Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and agree to the fol-
lowing measure which was debated on Monday, No-
vember 5th: 
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Congratulating Nicolas Sarkozy on his election 
to the presidency of France: H. Res. 379, amended, 
to congratulate Nicolas Sarkozy on his election to 
the presidency of France, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote 
of 395 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 1046. 
                                                                                          Page H12806 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘Con-
gratulating Nicolas Sarkozy on his election to the 
presidency of France and welcoming President 
Sarkozy on the occasion of his appearance before a 
Joint Meeting of Congress.’’.                              Page H12806 

Departments of Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, and Education, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008: The House agreed to the 
conference report to accompany H.R. 3043, making 
appropriations for the Departments of Labor, Health 
and Human Services, and Education, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, by a yea-and-nay vote of 269 yeas to 142 
nays, Roll No. 1050.                                      Pages H12806–13 

H. Res. 794, the rule providing for consideration 
of the conference report, was agreed to by a yea-and- 
nay vote of 216 yeas to 182 nays, Roll No. 1048, 
after agreeing to order the previous question by a 
yea-and-nay vote of 218 yeas to 183 nays, Roll No. 
1047.                                                                      Pages H12812–14 

Motion to Adjourn: Rejected the Putnam motion 
to adjourn by a yea-and-nay vote of 158 yeas to 248 
nays, Roll No. 1049.                                      Pages H13198–99 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
today appears on page H12742. 
Senate Referrals: S. 1347 was referred to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.                            Page H13202 

Amendments: Amendments ordered printed pursu-
ant to the rule appear on pages H13206–08. 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Twelve yea-and-nay votes 
and two recorded votes developed during the pro-
ceedings of today and appear on pages H12785–86, 
H12787, H12787–88, H12797–98, H12798–99, 
H12799, H12799–H12800, H12804–05, H12805, 
H12806, H12813, H12813–14, H13198–99, 
H13199. There were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 9 a.m. and ad-
journed at 11:05 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION REFORM PROPOSALS 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Trade, and Consumer Protection held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Comprehensive Children’s Product 
Safety and Consumer Product Safety Commission 
Reform Legislation.’’ Testimony was heard from the 

following officials of the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission: Nancy A. Nord, Acting Chairman; and 
Thomas H. Moore, Commissioner; and public wit-
nesses. 

MORTGAGE REFORM AND ANTI- 
PREDATORY LENDING ACT OF 2007 
Committee on Financial Services: Ordered reported, as 
amended, H.R. 3915, Mortgage Reform and Anti- 
Predatory Lending Act of 2007. 

YAHOO’s PROVISION OF FALSE 
INFORMATION TO CONGRESS 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Held a hearing on 
Yahoo! Inc.’s Provision of False Information to Con-
gress. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

VIETNAM—HUMAN RIGHTS CONCERNS 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Inter-
national Organizations, Human Rights, and Over-
sight held a hearing on Human Rights Concerns in 
Vietnam. Testimony was heard from Representatives 
Lofgren, Loretta Sanchez and Smith of New Jersey; 
Scott Marciel, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Southeast 
Asia, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs, De-
partment of State; and public witnesses. 

USING THE WEB AS A WEAPON 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on In-
telligence, Information Sharing and Terrorism Risk 
Assessment held a hearing entitled ‘‘Using the Web 
as a Weapon: the Internet as a Tool for Violent 
Radicalization and Homegrown Terrorism.’’ Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW 
ACT 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law held an oversight 
hearing on the Congressional Review Act. Testimony 
was heard from John V. Sullivan, Parliamentarian, 
House of Representatives; Mort Rosenberg, Specialist 
in American Public Law, CRS, Library of Congress; 
and a public witness. 

MANAGING ARSON THROUGH CRIME 
HISTORY (MATCH) ACT 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Crime 
approved for full Committee action H.R. 1759, 
Managing Arson Through Criminal History 
(MATCH) Act of 2007. 

Prior to this action, the Subcommittee held a 
hearing on this measure. Testimony was heard from 
Representatives Bono and Schiff; Tracy Pansini, Fire 
Chief, Burbank Fire Department, Burbank, Cali-
fornia; and William M. Soqui, Fire Chief, Cathedral 
City Fire Department, Cathedral City, California. 
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TELEWORK: BREAKING NEW GROUND 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Federal Workforce, Postal Service, and 
the District of Columbia held a hearing on 
Telework: Breaking New Ground. Testimony was 
heard from Representative Wolf; Daniel A. Green, 
Deputy Associate Director, Center for Employee and 
Family Support Policy, OPM; Stan Kaczmarczk, 
Principal Deputy Associate Administrator, Govern-
ment-wide Policy, GSA; Bernice Steinhardt, Direc-
tor, Strategic Issues, GAO; Margaret J.A. Peterlin, 
Deputy Under Secretary, Intellectual Property and 
Deputy Director, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, 
Department of Commerce; Lee J. Lofthus, Assistant 
Attorney General, Administration, Department of 
Justice; and public witnesses. 

STRATEGY FOR SECURITY IN POST-9/11 
WORLD 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform and Over-
sight: Subcommittee on National Security, and For-
eign Affairs continued hearings on Six Years Later: 
Smart Power and the U.S. Strategy for Security in 
a Post-9/11 World. Testimony was heard from Rich-
ard L. Armitage, former Deputy Secretary of State; 
and a public witness. 

UNITED STATES-PERU TRADE PROMOTION 
AGREEMENT IMPLEMENTATION ACT 
Committee on Rules: Granted, by a vote of 10 to 0 
(with one Member voting Present), a closed rule pro-
viding 3 hours of debate on H.R. 3688, to imple-
ment the United States-Peru Trade Promotion 
Agreement, with 45 minutes in favor of the bill con-
trolled by Representative Rangel of New York or his 
designee, 45 minutes in favor of the bill controlled 
by Representative McCrery of Louisiana or his des-
ignee, 45 minutes in opposition to the bill con-
trolled by Representative Michaud of Maine or his 
designee, and 45 minutes in opposition to the bill 
controlled by the Minority Leader or his designee. 

The rule waives all points of order against consid-
eration of the bill except those arising under clause 
9 or 10 of rule XXI. The rule provides that the bill 
shall be considered as read. The rule waives all 
points of order against the bill. The rule provides 
that pursuant to section 151(f)(2) of the Trade Act 
of 1974, the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill to final passage without inter-
vening motion. Finally, the rule permits the Chair, 
during consideration of the bill, to postpone further 
consideration of it to a time designated by the 
Speaker. Testimony was heard from Representatives 
Mahoney of Florida, Klein of Florida, and Capito. 

HOMEOWNERS’ DEFENSE ACT OF 2007 
Committee on Rules: Granted, by voice vote, an open 
rule with a pre-printing requirement providing 1 
hour of general debate on H.R. 3355, to ensure the 
availability and affordability of homeowners’ insur-
ance coverage for catastrophic events, equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Financial Services. 
The rule waives all points of order against consider-
ation of the bill except those arising under clauses 
9 or 10 of rule XXI. The rule makes in order the 
Committee on Financial Services amendment in the 
nature of a substitute now printed in the bill as an 
original bill for the purpose of amendment. The 
amendment in the nature of a substitute shall be 
considered as read. The rule waives all points of 
order except clause 10 of rule XXI against the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

The rule provides that notwithstanding clause 11 
of rule XVIII, no amendment to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute shall be in 
order except those printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that purpose in 
clause 8 of rule XVIII and except pro forma amend-
ments for the purpose of debate. Each amendment so 
printed may be offered only by the Member who 
caused it to be printed or a designee and shall be 
considered as read. The rule provides one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. The rule also 
provides that, notwithstanding the operation of the 
previous question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to a time designated by the 
Speaker. Testimony was heard from Representatives 
Levin, Pascrell, Crowley, Schwartz of Pennsylvania, 
Sutton, Kaptur, Michaud, Linda Sanchez of Cali-
fornia, Ellison, Hare and Hunter. 

GLOBALIZATION OF R&D AND 
INNOVATION 
Committee on Science and Technology: Subcommittee on 
Technology and Innovation continued hearings on 
Globalization of R&D and Innovation, Part IV: Im-
plications for the Science and Engineering Work-
force. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

Joint Meetings 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS 
Conferees agreed to file a conference report on the dif-
ferences between the Senate and House passed 
versions of H.R. 3222, making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008. 
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COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 7, 2007 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: Sub-

committee on Science, Technology, and Innovation, to 
hold hearings to examine carbon sequestration tech-
nologies, 2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

Committee on the Judiciary: to hold hearings to examine 
the United States government enforcement of intellectual 
property rights, 2 p.m., SD–226. 

Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship: business 
meeting to mark up an original bill entitled, ‘‘Small 
Business Contracting Revitalization Act of 2007’’, 9:30 
a.m., SR–428A. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: to hold an oversight hear-
ing to examine the performance and structure of the 
United States Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims, 9:30 
a.m., SD–562. 

House 
Committee on Agriculture, Subcommittee on Livestock, 

Dairy and Poultry, hearing to review recent recalls in the 
meat industry, 2 p.m., 1300 Longworth. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, to mark up H.R. 
1328, Indian Health Care Improvement Act Amendments 
of 2007, 10 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, to mark up the following 
bills: H.R. 3837, Escrow, Appraisal, and Mortgage Serv-
icing Improvements Act; H.R. 4051, Housing Assistance 
Authorization Act of 2007; H.R. 4043, Preserving and 
Expanding Minority Depository Institutions Act; and 
H.R. 4050, Levee-Like Structure Consideration Act of 
2007, 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, hearing on Democracy, 
Authoritarianism, and Terrorism in Contemporary Paki-
stan, 2 p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on House Administration, to mark up H.R. 
3690, U.S. Capitol Police and Library of Congress Merger 
Implementation Act of 2007, 12:30 p.m., followed by a 
hearing on the Construction of the United States Capitol: 
Recognizing the Contributions of Slave Labor, 1 p.m., 
1310 Longworth. 

Committee on the Judiciary, to mark up the following 
bills: H.R. 3609, Emergency Home Ownership and 
Mortgage Equity Protection Act of 2007; H.R. 1312, 
Arts Require Timely Service (ARTS) Act; H.R. 1759, 
Managing Arson Through Criminal History (MATCH) 

Act of 2007; H.R. 2489, Genocide Accountability Act of 
2007; H.R. 3971, Death in Custody Reporting Act of 
2007; H.R 3992, Mentally Ill Offender Treatment and 
Crime Reduction Reauthorization Act of 2007; and H.R. 
971, Community Pharmacy Fairness Act of 2007, 1 p.m., 
2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, to mark up the fol-
lowing measures: H.R. 3079, Northern Mariana Islands 
Covenant Implementation Act; Northern Mariana Islands 
Delegate Act; H.R. 1497, Legal Timber Protection Act; 
H.R. 3998, To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
conduct special resources studies of certain lands and 
structures to determine the appropriate means for preser-
vation, use and management of the resources associated 
with such lands and structures; a measure To authorize 
the implementation of the San Joaquin River Restoration 
Settlement Act; H.R. 1662, To amend the Reclamation 
Safety Dams Act of 1978 to authorize improvements for 
the security of dams and other facilities; and H.R. 2246, 
To validate certain conveyances made by the Union Pa-
cific Railroad Company of lands located in Reno, Nevada, 
that were originally conveyed by the United States to fa-
cilitate construction of transcontinental railroads, 11 a.m., 
1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, hearing on 
Drug Resistant Infections in the Community: Con-
sequences for Public Health, 9:15 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on National Security and Foreign Af-
fairs, to continue hearings on Iran: Reality, Options and 
Consequences, Part 2, Negotiating with Iranians: Missed 
Opportunities and Paths Forward, 2 p.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Rules, to consider H.R. 3996, Temporary 
Tax Relief Act of 2007, 2 p.m., H–313 Capitol. 

Committee on Small Business, hearing entitled ‘‘The State 
of The Small Business Economy,’’ to examine the produc-
tion, employment and output of our Nation’s small busi-
nesses, 9 a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, to mark up H.R. 3882, 
To amend title 38, United States Code, to change the 
length of the obligated period of service on active duty 
required for receiving certain education benefits adminis-
tered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 10 a.m., 334 
Cannon. 

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, executive, brief-
ing on Pakistan, 12 p.m., and, executive, briefing on CIA 
Inspector General, 2 p.m., H–405 Capitol. 

Select Committee on Energy Independence and Global Warm-
ing, hearing entitled ‘‘Oil Shock: Potential for Crisis,’’ 9 
a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10:30 a.m., Wednesday, November 7 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: At 12:15 p.m., Senate will 
begin consideration of the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 3043, Labor/HHS/Education Appropriations Act. 

(At 10:30 a.m., Senators will meet in the Senate Chamber 
to proceed to the House of Representatives for a Joint Meeting 
of Congress, to begin at 11 a.m., to receive an address from His 
Excellency Nicolas Sarkozy, President of France.) 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10:30 a.m., Wednesday, November 7 

House Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Joint Meeting with the Senate 
to receive His Excellency Nicolas Sarkozy, President of 
the French Republic, followed by consideration of H.R. 
3688—United States-Peru Trade Promotion Agreement 
Implementation Act. 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
HOUSE 

Akin, W. Todd, Mo., E2329 
Boehner, John A., Ohio, E2332 
Bonner, Jo, Ala., E2333, E2334 
Braley, Bruce L., Iowa, E2335 
Christensen, Donna M., The Virgin Islands, E2335 
Costa, Jim, Calif., E2327, E2328 
Filner, Bob, Calif., E2340 
Graves, Sam, Mo., E2332, E2339, E2339, E2339 
Green, Al, Tex., E2335 
Green, Gene, Tex., E2332 
Herseth, Stephanie, S.D., E2335 
Hunter, Duncan, Calif., E2333 

Jackson-Lee, Sheila, Tex., E2334 
Johnson, Timothy V., Ill., E2329 
Lipinski, Daniel, Ill., E2327, E2327, E2328 
Lowey, Nita M., N.Y., E2334 
McCaul, Michael T., Tex., E2336 
Mack, Connie, Fla., E2332 
Manzullo, Donald A., Ill., E2340 
Matsui, Doris O., Calif., E2335 
Murphy, Christopher S., Conn., E2328, E2330 
Murphy, Tim, Pa., E2332 
Norton, Eleanor Holmes, D.C., E2331 
Pearce, Stevan, N.M., E2330 
Poe, Ted, Tex., E2339 
Porter, Jon C., Nev., E2330, E2337, E2338 

Radanovich, George, Calif., E2329, E2333 
Roybal-Allard, Lucille, Calif., E2337 
Schakowsky, Janice D., Ill., E2337, E2339 
Scott, David, Ga., E2338 
Sessions, Pete, Tex., E2338 
Shimkus, John, Ill., E2327, E2327 
Shuster, Bill, Pa., E2332 
Stark, Fortney Pete, Calif., E2329 
Van Hollen, Chris, Md., E2337 
Visclosky, Peter J., Ind., E2332 
Waxman, Henry A., Calif., E2330 
Weller, Jerry, Ill., E2329 
Wilson, Heather, N.M., E2336 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:42 Nov 07, 2007 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 0664 Sfmt 0664 E:\CR\FM\D06NO7.REC D06NOPT1cc
ol

em
an

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

69
 w

ith
 D

IG
E

S
T


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-12T17:50:00-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




